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DIE ESTIMATION: SOME EXPERIMENTS 
WITH SIMULATED SAMPLES OF A COINAGE 


STEWART LYON 


liUioditclion 

The luimber of obverse or reverse dies used in a coinage is. of course, the sum of ihosc 
which have been recorded from surviving coins and those which are as yet imrecordetl. 
F.slimating the latter by statistical methods can never be an exact science. If the surviving 
sample of the coinage is unbiased, a first approximation is that the proportion of the total 
coinage attributable to unrecorded obverse (or reverse) dies is the same as the proportion 
of the total sample that consists of coins which arc the sole representatives of their 
particular dies. But normally we are more interested in the number of unrecorded dies 
than their relative output. Here a better clue is given by the relationship between the 
numbers of coins recorded from ’singleioiT and 'doubleion' dies - namely, those dies 
known respectively from exactly one and exactly two recorded specimens. 

Let us consider the admittedly unlikely event that all the dies used in the coinage were 
equally represented in the coin ‘population’ from which the surviving coins happen to be a 
statistically average sample of reasonable size. As will be shown below, theory suggests 
that in this case the ratio of unrccr)rdcd dies to singletons ought to be much the same as the 
recorded ratio of coins from singletons to coins from doubletons. So if among the surviving 
coins there were twice as many coins from singletons as from doubletons which case 
there would be four times as many singleton dies as doubleion'dies), it could be assumed 
that there were twice as many unrecorded dies as singletons. 

In practice it is not as ea.sy as this. Two different sources of departure from such an 
idealised situation must be recognised. The first is the unavoidable variation that occurs 
between different random samples. It cannot be assumed that a particular sample is an 
average sample, nor is it possible to tell how far its composition may deviate from the 
average. Beeau.se of this, a single estimate of the number of unrecorded dies, based on the 
composition of our sample of surviving coins, may be very mislciiding. Instead, upper and 
lower limits, known statistically as ‘confidence limits', need to be calcuhiicd, within w-hich 
it can be stiid tluit the true ligure lies with a stated degree of probability such as 9.s per cent. 
It should not then be assumed that the true iinswer lies in any particular part of the range 
defined by these limits unless there is .some other evidence (for example, mint records) 
which can be taken into account. LJnfortunatoly. however, unless the number of coins 
examined is at least twice the number of dies recorded, the confidence limits will bo so far 
apart as to yield little reliable information. 

The second source of departure lies in the multitude of factors which, in practice, 
prevent every die from having had an equal chance of being represented in the surviving 
sample. Unequal die-output, incomplete mixing, distortion by unrepresentative hoards, 
distortion by withdrawal from circulation - these are among the hazards that beset the 
die-estimator. The main purpose of this ptipcr is to illustrate the effect of such hazards and 
to discuss some ways of countenicting them. Inevitably some theoretical concepts are 
introduced and developed, but the conclusions are es.sentially practictil. 
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The theorerical ‘coverage' of a sample 

In 1953. in a biological context. 1. .1. Good demonstrated that, if a random sample of /V 
individuals is taken from a large population containing an unknown number of species in 
unknown quantities, the proportion pu of the population which is statistically 'expectecr to 
consist of species not represented in the sample is approximately sfN where ,V| is the 
number of species represented in the sample once only. More generally, the proportion p, 
of the population which is 'expected' to consist of the .v, species each represented in the 
sample by exactly r specimens is approximately (r+ I ) .v, .|/(V, where s,^ i is the number of 
species each represented by exactly / + 1 specimens.' It follows that an estimate of what 
Warren W. Esty has described as the 'coverage' of a sample,- in other words the 
proportion of the population which is made up of the species represented in the sample, is 

= 1 - = I - .V|/A'. 

This estimator of Good's was first introduced to numismatics in 1970. w ith species replaced 
by dies.’’ 

The larger the numbers involved the better the approximation for a population 
proportion is likely to be, because the variability of the composition of actual samples from 
the 'expected' or average composition w'ill be less. Esty has developed Good's analysis to 
produce a robust formula for the 95 per cent confidence limits of c. in other words the 
range within which, with 95 per cent probability, the true value of c will lie if the sample is 
random.'' 

Now it is obvious that, if c denotes the coverage of the sample. (1 - c) represents its 
‘lack of coverage' - in other words the proportion of the population made up of species not 
pre.sent in the sample. We can therefore use Esty's confidence limits for c to obtain the 
corresponding limits for (1 — c). In a numismatic context this gives us a method of 
calculating limits for the proportion of a coinage which was struck from dies so far 
unrecorded; but it is of limited use unless we can somehow' derive from it an indication of 
how numerous those dies are. 

Good's paper itself is not particularly concerned with the lack of coverage of a sample; 
instead, much of it is taken up with a mathematical exposition of methods of smoothing the 
actual values of .V|, .vt etc. so they can be used to produce better estimates of the population 
proportions of the various species actually represented. To the extent that such smoothing 
might also lead to better estimates of the lack of coverage, the methodology could have 
numismatic applications, but it involves putting forward some hypothesis about the way in 
which the various species are distributed in the population. In any case the treatment is loo 
mathematical for discussion here. 

Simulating the repeated sampling of a coinage 

In numismatic applications of the basic theory we equate dies w'ith species, but w'e can 
seldom say that the material we are examining is a truly random sample of the total 
relevant coinage. It may be contaminated by runs of dic-duplicates which found their way 
into a hoard; distorted by better recording of coins from rare mints than common ones; or 
biased by hoards w'hich. if taken early in the coinage, lack late coins or. if assembled at the 


' 1.1- Good. The population frcciucncics of bpccios and 
die eslimalion of population parameters'. Biomeniku 40 
(DS-t). 2.17-64. 

’ Warren W'. Esty. 'Estimalion ol the size ol a eoinage: a 
survey and comparison of methods'. A'C 19S6. 18.s-2l.s. This 


is a fundiinienlal review of the sul'teel. hut very condensed. 

'Stewart Lyon. Analysis ol the Material', in ff R. 
Mossop. Ttu’ Linculit Stint c.SVa-127^ (Ncweaslle-tipt>n- 
Tync. 1970) at pp 16 and 19. 

' Esty. p. 2tl.S. .See p. 6 helow. 
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end of the coinage, iinderrcprcscm early coins compared with late ones. It may bo that 
methods similar to lliose developed by Good could be used to adjust the observed die 
frequencies in the surviving material from a particular coinage to correct for a suspected 
form of distortion or bias, but it is beyond the scope of this paper to explore them. On the 
other hand it is important to negate the effect of obvious runs of ilie-duplic;ites. for if we 
include them in our calculations we shall increase the probability t)f underestimating the 
significance of unknown dies. 

Even so, two things must be remembered. First, as has already been pointed out, we 
cannot tell how closely the actual sample on which we must base our estimates resembles 
the average for random samples of the same size from the same population. Secondly, the 
covertige approach leads to an estimate of the unrepresented proportion of the sampled 
coinage and not the number of unrecorded dies, unless it c;m be assumed that all the dies 
were equally represented in thtit population. Some yetirs ago 1 thought it would be W'orth 
examining the magnitude of the errors of estimation that can be introduced by assuming 
that the sample h;is a statistically average composition when it does not. and that all the 
dies used were equally represented in the population when they were not. A colletigue. Mr 
Alan Marlin, used a computer to simulate the random drawing of 100 different samples of 
a particular size from a large population of such a coinage struck from exactiv 100 obverse 
(or reverse) dies. The simulation w-as repealed for other sizes of sample and for different 
assumptions about the distribution of dies in the population.'' 

Nine of the experiments arc summarised here. Samples of 50, 100 and 200 coins were 
draw'll from three different populaiions;- 


’ Populiition (Aj conuiincd 2(1. (Hid coins troni each die 

* Population ( B) contained an averaue of 20.I1UU coins per die. the indn idual representtilion being distributed 
Nonnallv vviili a standard deviation of (i.tlOl). This means tltat about halt the dies would each have been 
represented in the population In between Ui.lHlU anil 2-4. 00(1 coins, and no more than live ol the hundreil 
dies would ha\'o been represented by fewer than S.Otltl or more than .>2.()ll(lcoins. 

’ Population (C) consisted of the survivors of an equal output of 2l).(l(l(i coins per die. where those survivors 
amounted to 2ll,ll(H)i' 1 .()2.S""'" coins in the case of the rili die of the series ol Idll dies. This corresponds to 
severe erosion bv progressive withdrawal Irom cireiilaiion. lor Population (C ) includes uiilv l.7.V> coins 
Irom the lirsi die to be used and 5. SIS from the tifiicth. but has the lull 21). (It It) which were struck Irom the 
hundredth die, 


The rtinges of Liie-frequeticicj> in the I (Id stimples of each experiment aie given in table I . 
It can be'show'n that the ttvcniges and standard devititions for the three experiments 
involving Popuhtlion (A) agree closely enough w'ilh those expected on the bttsis of the 
•PoissoiT dislribulioti, whicit is the relevant theoretical model in that case. The exper- 
iments involving Populiition (B) give very similar results, showing thiil a sliilislically 
■Normal' viiriiilion in die-output needs to hiive ii fairly extreme stiinditrd deviiilion to htive 
iiny marked cffcci on the frequency distribution. 1 lowever. the hciivily eroded l^opultilion 
(C) produces more elongated distributions and. on average, markedly fewer dies for the 
siime size of stimple. A similar elfect. but with larger figures iit some high lrct|uencies. 
would be observed in a sample of ti population contiiining it hciivy concentration ol coins 
struck from a very few of the dies used. 


■' llsiv. tiihle I mid iippemiix .s. .iiuilyscs ihc icsiiiis ol 
iipplying various csliniiilion lormiilae lo a wiiici senes ol 
sinuilaied .samples. 
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Looking first at the total number of dies found in a sample (the line designated 'AH' 
[die-frequeneies]), it will he seen that the width of the range varies little from population to 
population for a given size of sample. This is not surprising, for the range is merely a 
reflection of the variability associated with random sampling. However, the figures for the 
limits of the range diminish as we move from Population (A) to Population (C). The 
explanation lies in the overrepresentation of late dies and the underrepresentation of early 
ones in Population (C). There are more unrecorded dies in this case, but they constitute a 
relatively smaller proportion of the eroded population from which the samples were 
drawn. That is not much comfort, for we retilly want to use whtitever sample we have as a 
means of estimating the number of unrecorded dies, not their significance in terms of 
relative volume in an eroded population. 


Some estimation formulae ami their effectiveness 

Earlier in this paper (and now changing the notation to make it more suited to dies and 
coins) it was indicated on the basis of Good's work that the expected proportion pi\ of the 
sampled population which consisted of unrepresented dies would be approximately cf/N, 
where N is the number of coins in the sample and cf is the number of singleton dies. It will 
be seen from each of the experiments summarised in table 1 how widely the value of ^/| can 
vary between similar stimplcs, so caution must obviously be exercised in drawing 
conclusions about the unrepresented proportion of the population, let alone the results 
obtained by equating that estimated proportion to the missing proportion of dies used. 

If we again denote the estimated coverage of the sample (in other words the proportion 
of the sampled coinage which consists of coins from the dies represented in the sample) by 
c"'. we have 


^ 1 _ 1 _ ^/|/,v. 

When, unusually, it is reasonable to assume that coins from each unrepresented die were 
on average as numerous in the sampled population as coins from each represented die. we 
can say that 


D'"'' = J/c"' 

where D"' is the total number of dies estimated to be present in the population and d is the 
number represented in the sample for all frequencies. Substituting ( 1 - (l\!N) for T '' gives 

^ (i/( I - 


which can also be expressed as 

= il + c/, .(//(/V - cl \) Kormula (1) 

where the second term elf .(ll{N - cf) is, of course, an estimate of the unrecorded dies d,i, 
since D = cl + ^f,). 

It will be obvious that if /V. the size of the sample, is inllated by the presence of blocks of 
die-duplicates, this estimate of du will be depressed and D will tend to be underestimated. 
W'e can expect a similar effect if we suspect that coins from each unrepre.sented die were on 
average considerably less numerous in the sampled population than coins from each 
represented die (either because we have reason to believe there was far from equal output 
from each die used, or because it is obvious from a die-study that identifiable sub-groups of 
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the coinage are substantially under- or over-represented in the sample). The consequence 
of’ such a situation is likely to be a higher ratio of non-singletons to singletons, and it will be 
apparent from Formula (1) that this will also depress the estimate of J,,. There is therefore 
much to be said for finding an estimator that does not incorporate the value of but is 
based only on the numbers of dies that are represented in small quantities, given that w'C 
want to estimate the number represented by the smallest quantity of all, namely zero. 

One way of doing this is to go back to Good’s generalised .statement. Redefined in terms 
of dies and number of coins in the sample, this says that in a random sample of size N taken 
at random from a coinage struck from D obverse (or reverse) dies, the proportion />, of the 
coinage which is 'expected' to be made up of coins struck from dies represented exactly r 
times in the sample is approximately 

p, = (r-l- 1 ) <:/, + i/.V 

where dr+i is the number of dies represented by exactly r-t- 1 specimens. 

It follows that 

/;,! = (l\/N (as we have seen before) 
and /;| = 2 ^ 2 / iV 
and p 2 = 

Thus/.; I -I- p 2 == {2d2 + 3f/.’,)//V 
and therefore, by division. 


pf)/pi « di/ld, (i) 

and puHj)^ + P 2 ) = </|/(2f/2 -I- 3iA) (ii) 

Now if </| is small relative to d we may think it not unreasonable to assume that coins from 
each unrepresented die were on average prc.sent in the sampled population in similar 
numbers to the coins from each die represented, in case (i), by no more than two 
specimens, or in case (ii) by no more than three specimens. If so. we arrive at the following 
f u I t h e r a p p rox i Illations:- 


d,,!d, « dd2d2 (i*) 

(which is the comparison of ratios mentioned in the introduction to this paper) 
and dj{d\ -¥ cT) == d\l{ 2 d 2 + 3</',) (ii") 

from which, because D - d do by definition, two alternative estiinaling formulae for D 
can be deduced;- 

/)"' = d + d\ .dd2d2 Formula (2) 

and D'"" = d + d\. (d| + d2)/(2</2 + 3dd Formula (3) 

It is evident that a feature common to l•■ormulae (I). (2) and (3) is the provision of a 
multiplier for di to produce an estimate of do. This estimate, when added to the total 
know'n dies d, results in an estimate of /). All three formulae are iheiefore sensitive to the 
degree of sampling error contained in the actual value of d|. As has already been 
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remarked, the scope for practical variation in r/, is very wide. I'he samples in the nine 
experiments have therefore been used to calculate estimates of D from each of the three 
formulae developed above. The ranges obtained are illustrated in table 2 by ranking the 
1 00 estimates from each formula in order of magnitude and showing the values that emerge 
at particular points in the ranking order. Thus half the estimates lie between rank 26 and 
rank 73, with the median estimate being at rank 50 (or 5 1). All but lO per cent of the 
estimates lie between rank 6 and rank 95, 

It can readily be seen that, even with an equal presence of each die in the sampled 
population, single estimates of the total number of dies arc likely to be very unreliable 
unless the size of the .sample is at least twice the number of dies represented in it; that is to 
say. the confidence limits of such an estimate arc very widely separated.*’ With a population 
distorted by erosion or otherwise biased there is also the problem of a bias tow'ards 
underestimation; this is noticeably reduced (as can be clearly seen in the case of a sample 
of 200) if Formula (2) or Formula (3) is used instead of Formula (I). .Since Formula (3). 
although less powerful than Formula (2) in compensating for bias, demonstrates a 
confidence interval not much w'ider than Formula (I), it is generally to be preferred. 


Esly's approach to unequal die-representation 

Esty puts forw'ard a quite different approach to the problem of unequal die-representation 
in the population sampled. Instead of eliminating N\ he starts w ith the estimated coverage 
c'"'' of the sample, obtained by the formula 

c'”' = ( I - ddN) 

(or a slight modification of it), and converts it into an estimate of the total number of dies 
D by assuming that the die-representation is distributed ‘ncgative-binomially'.^ This gives 
the expression 


D"' = (d/c) + A( I - c)/ic 

where c is an abbreviation for c"'. Substiluiing for c and rearranging ihe formula, we 
obtain 


D''' = d + r/,. {d + Mi)/{N - t/,) Formula (4) 

where t is a constant chosen to describe the shape of the distribution. Formula (4) provides 
yet another multiplier for d\ to estimate dn. By comparing this formula with Formula ( I ) it 
can be seen that the estimate of d„ given by Formula (4) is equivalent to multiplying by a 
factor (1 -I- N/td) the corresponding estimate produced by Formula (1). 

It is obvious that the size of this multiplier is critically dependent on the choice of the 
shape constant t. Esty suggests that a useful assumption in the absence of other information 
is that / = 2, because this allows for some dies being represented in the sampled population 
by relatively few coins and some by several times the average number.’'* As can be seen 
from table 2, the u.se of Formula (4) with this value of t compensates well for the erosion 
present in Population (C), but with the other two populations it produces a serious bias 
towards overestimating the total number of dies used. This is because, where an 


'• Sec pp. |(r-|2 below. 
’ Esly. p, 2(W 


Esty. pp, iy.S-6. 
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assumption of equal die representation in the population is not far from the truth, the 
constant l needs to be much larger than 2 so that the size of the adjustment to Formula ( I ) 
is small. What is therefore needed if Esty’s approach is to be of practical application is 
some means of using the evidence of the sample, together with such other information 
about the coinage as may be available, to produce a reasonable assumption about t. At 
present this is lacking. 


Confidence limits 

Where Formula (3) is appropriate, confidence limits for the total number of dies D at 
approximately the 95 per cent level can be obtained by first calculating 95 per cent 
confidence limits c"'"') for the coverage of the sample using an expression equivalent 
to that given by Esiy.'^ namely 

and } = (2/;V) .[r/, + Icfi — ((7|)-//V)]- Formula (5) 

I 

w'hcre c""'' = ( 1 — d\iN). The value obtained for D"' using Formula (3) is then multiplied by 
and c‘''Ve""" to give respectively the lower and upper confidence limits for D. which 
may be denoted by D"'”' and D"'“' . These limits arc only statistically valid if the sample is 
random and is taken from a coin population which, although it may have been 
contaminated by some large blocks of die-duplicates, does not seriously under-represent 
significant numbers of the dies used in the coinage, for example through the serious erosion 
of early issues, the low presence of kite issues, the existence of regional bias, or extreme 
variations in die-output. 

To illustrate the method, the iippendix contains worked examples based on three sizes of 
samples of Population (B) with, in each case, die frequencies close to the average of the 
100 simulated experiments. The theoretictil confidence limits derived from each sample 
encompass more than 90 percent of the simulated estimates shown in the relevant column 
of table 2 and are probably not far from encompassing 95 per cent of them. The use of 
coverage confidence limits to obtain confidence limits for the number of dies is therefore 
seen to be justified in the circumstances of this case. 

A second set of examples involves Population (C). It is obvious from table 2 that 
confidence limits based on an estimate of D derived from Formula (3) would be fallacious, 
bectiuse the validity conditions arc noi satisfied. In this case we have reason to believe that 
Formula (4) w'ith t - 2 would be more tippropriate for estimating D. ITowever. the 
confidence limits obtained as described above encompass fenver th;m 90 per cent of the 
simulated estimates. These limits must be significantly widened to cover 95 per cent, and a 
different methodology is needed. 


Die-raiios 

The same sample of a coinage will inevitably have to be used to eslimtite both the 
unrecorded reverse and the unrecorded obverse dies, so the two estimates will not he 
independent of one another. It would therefore seem appropriate to calculate mtiximum 
and minimum values for the ratio of obverse ti> reverse dies used in the coinage by dividing 
the upper confidence limit for the total number of obverse dies by the upper confidence 


" Cmv. p 21IS. 
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limit for the total number of reverse dies, and similarly the lower eontidence limits. It 
would not be consistent with the lack of independence to divide the upper confidence limit 
for obverse dies by the lower confidence limit for reverse dies, or vv'a'’ versa. However, no 
theoretical or experimental investigation of the subject has been attempted. 


Conclusiu/i 

The uncertainties involved in statistical die-estimation are such that it must be used with 
di.scretion by the numismatist. 1 le must first understand the material he is handling, and try 
to gauge in what respects it is or may be a biased representation of the total coinage. The 
greater the perceived bias, the le.ss he can afford to rely on the results of ;i mechanistic 
estimation. And he must never forget the variability caused by the very process of 
sampling. 

Four examples of estimation formulae for the total number of dies have been discussed;- 


Formiilii ( t ) 
Fornuila (2) 
Formula (3) 
Formula (4): 


D-'' = tl + </| .<F(A' - (/|) 
ir'' = (I + </, 

D-" = d V (/,. (</| + dAdld^ + .3;/,) 
0''‘ = d + d^. (</ + .'V.7)/(,V - (/,) 


where 


/)•’' is a central estimate of the loltil number of obverse (or reverse) tlies used in the etiinage; 
d is the total number of obverse (or reverse) dies recorded; 

N is the total number of coins included in the die-analysis: 

d\ is the number of dies from which only one specimen is recordeil; 

(T is the number of dies from which exactly tw'o specimens are recorded; 

r/.! is the number of dies from which exactly three specimens are recv>ided; 

/ is an arbitrary constant, whose suggested value is 2. 


Formula (I) is .satisfactory where there is reason to believe that every die had a roughly 
equal chance of being included in the surviving sample. Formulae (2) find (3) are better 
where, although the sample may be contaminated by the obvious over-representation of 
some of the dies, there is no evidence that identifiable parts of the coinage are seriously 
under-represented. Formula (4) tries to compensate for wide variations in die- 
representation in the sampled population by adopting Esty's assumption th;it the dies 
would have had a ‘negative-binomial’ distribution; this has the effect of multiplying by a 
factor (1 -I- Nhd) the central estimate of the number of unrecorded dies obtfiined from 
Formula ( 1 ). My own view is that, unless there is clear evidence that the sample has been 
taken from a coin population which is seriously unreyiresentative of the totality of the issue 
for reasons other than the inclusion of blocks of dic-duplicates. it is preferable to avoid the 
use of a subjective correction such as Esty’s. Formulae (2) and (3) are based on an 
alternative approach of eliminating A’, the sample size, from the estimation formula. The 
presence of N in the denominator of Formula ( 1 ) depresses the estimate of unrecorded dies 
if. for example, the sample includes runs of die-duplicates from hoards. Formulae (2) and 
(3) base the central estimate on the numbers of dies represented in small quantities in the 
sample, taking no account of dies that are heavily represented. Because it makes use of 
more of the data and therefore narrows the confidence limits. Formula (3) is more efficient 
than Formula (2). 

Where Formula (3) is considered suitable, confidence limits at approximately the 95 per 
cent level can be calculated as described in a previous section of the paper and exemplified 
in the appendix. However, the confidence will be misplaced if there arc unrecorded dies 
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which were also unrepresented - or virtually so - in the population from which the 
surviving sample has come down to us. No estimation formula can hope to delect such dies. 

Finally, limits of estimates of die-ratios should be based on ratios of obverse and reverse 
upper confidence limits and lower confidence limits respectively, and not by taking ratios 
of the upper limit of one and the lower limit of the other. 


TABLE I 

Viirialinns in die-ricquencics (bumi in nine experiments, each of UK) simulated random samples of one ol thiee 
populations (A), (B) and (C) 


So. of speeimens 

Raitj^e 

oj freipiemies (ami averatre 

frerpieneyl 

per (tie 

I’opiilalina W\ ) 

Population { B) 

Populalion (C) 

Sample .'iize .‘>0 

1 

21-42 (40.9) 

19-f2 (29.9) 

14- .44 (24.7) 

7 

.4-12 ( 7.4) 

2-14 ( 7.4) 

4-14 ( 7.8) 

.•i 

(1- 4( 1,4) 

(L 4 ( 1,4) 

0- 4 ( 2.1) 

4 

0- 2 ( 0.2) 

0- 2 ( 0,2) 

0- 4 ( 0.4) 

5 

() 


0 1 ( 0,0) 

0 1 ( 0.1) 
0- 1 ( 0.1) 

All 

44-46 (49.6) 

44-46 (49,0) 

40-f2 (46.2) 


(<>•-0. 2.4) 

(S.D. 2.4) 

(S.D. 2.4) 

Sample .size 101) 

1 

26-49 (47.6) 

24-49 (45.8) 

l‘7-42 (29.9) 

-> 

7-14 (17.6) 

‘1-27(17.8) 

8-22 (14.4) 

.4 

1-14 ( 6.6) 

.V|2( 6,0). 

2-12 ( 6.8) 

4 

0- 4 ( 1.4) 

0- 4 ( 1.6) 

0- 8 ( 4.0) 

5 

U- 2 ( 0.4) 

0- 2 ( 0.4) 

0 4 ( 1.0) 

(1 

0-1(01) 

0- 1 ( 0.1) 

(F 2 ( 0.4) 

7 

S 

0- 1 ( 0.0) 


0- 2 ( 0,1) 
0- 1 ( 0.1) 

All 

5(V-7l (64.6) 

46-70 (62.2) 

48 64 (44.8) 


{S.D. 421 

(S.l). 2.9) 

(S.D. 4.2) 

Sample size 200 

1 

I.4-.4S (27.4) 

Il-.t4 (26.9) 

16-44 (24.2) 

s 

I7-.4.S (27 1) 

K>-.t9 ( 24 8) 

10 .40 (18.1) 

.t 

11-26 (IS.4) 

9 26 (17.4) 

.4-22 (12.1) 

4 

2-17 ( 9.2) 

4-19 ( 9.4) 

4-14 ( 8.4) 

5 

0 S ( 4.6) 

0- <■) 1 4.2) 

1- 9 ( 4.4) 

(> 

0- 4 ( 1.0) 

If- 7 ( 1.4) 

()- 7 ( 19) 

7 

0- 2 ( 0.4) 

0- 4 ( 0.4) 

0- 4 ( 1 ,6] 

K 

0- 1 ( 0.1 1 

(f 2 1 0.2) 

0 4(0 9) 

') 

0- 1 ( 0.0) 

0- 1 ( 0.0) 

0- 4 ( 0 4) 

III 


- ( - 1 

0- 2 ( 0.2: 

11 

12 


0- 1 ( 0.0) 

0 1 ( 0.0) 

0 1 ( 0.0) 

All 

7(>-94 (S6.9) 

77-9(1 (84.6) 

67-82 (74,2) 

(S.l). 2.9) 

(.V /) 2.9) 

|.V,/L 4.4.1 


Sole S.l). IS the slaiidai d deviation of the samples 
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TABLE 2 

Ranked esiimates of the total number of ilies (In*'? numher = IIHI) obtained by applying tour estimation 
formulae to each of the 1(10 simulatcti random samples in otieh of tlie nine experiments. ( j = highest estimate. 
100 = lowest. SO = median. 2b and 75 = tiiuirtiles. ete.) 

Ranking of sample Esiimuied tout! luimhei of dies used 


restdl for giVe/i 


Ropulalioii (A) 



Poptdalioii 

(li) 


Population iCl 


fornnda 

Fill 

Ft 2) 

F(3) 

F(4\ 

/■•(/) 

F(2) 

Fl3i 

FN) 

Fill 

Fl2) 


F{4} 

Sample si:e 50 

1 

2.SS 

284 

288 

419 

288 

.3(>5 

288 

419 

140 

2I0 

I. 38 

198 

b 

179 

233 

173 

258 

1(0 

204 

178 

2.37 

118 

1 49 

1 24 

l6b 

II 

1.54 

180 

154 

218 

140 

Ur4 

145 

198 

10.3 

1 28 

1 05 

14.3 

2b 

125 

1.35 

124 

178 

114 

125 

1 19 

158 

88 

1 02 

9l 

123 

50 

105 

103 

104 

146 

97 

98 

95 

1.35 

74 

75 

75 

99 

75 

8b 

85 

84 

1 18 

80 

84 

79 

1 10 

6.3 

65 

(i4 

84 

90 

75 

74 

75 

102 

72 

74 

7.3 

97 

57 

57 

5b 

75 

95 

69 

71 

70 

92 

69 

65 

69 

92 

5.3 

53 

5.3 

fi9 

100 

59 

5b 

5b 

77 

55 

47 

54 

70 

43 

38 

42 

5.3 

Average 

1 1 1 

1 17 

1 1 1 

156 

104 

113 

105 

144 

78 

87 

79 

10b 

Std. dev. 

.58 

47 

37 

56 

35 

54 

.3b 

52 

20 

32 

21 

29 

Sample size lOO 

1 

139 

170 

1.39 

187 

1.37 

179 

1.39 

185 

107 

1 72 

122 

143 

6 

128 

147 

1.32 

173 

1 17 

1.34 

117 

1.5.3 

102 

I18 

108 

1.35 

II 

121 

1.36 

125 

161 

1 12 

121 

109 

147 

92 

111 

10.3 

119 

26 

112 

120 

114 

147 

10.3 

107 

104 

1.35 

85 

98 

88 

109 

.50 

102 

103 

101 

131 

97 

97 

97 

125 

79 

87 

8.3 

100 

75 

92 

91 

91 

118 

90 

91 

91 

114 

74 

77 

7b 

92 

90 

88 

85 

87 

112 

84 

8.3 

85 

10b 

(i9 

73 

70 

86 

95 

8b 

81 

8.3 

107 

82 

79 

8.3 

102 

65 

68 

(rb 

80 

10(1 

77 

74 

74 

95 

74 

70 

71 

89 

(rO 

bO 

6.3 

72 

Average 

103 

107 

103 

1.34 

98 

101 

98 

126 

80 

90 

84 

102 

Std dev. 

14 

21 

15 

21 

II 

18 

12 

lb 

lO 

1 8 

1.3 

15 

Sample size 200 

1 

115 

124 

1 IS 

138 

107 

1 18 

1 12 

128 

98 

1 25 

108 

1 19 

6 

109 

114 

109 

129 

105 

112 

106 

124 

95 

108 

10.3 

112 

11 

108 

112 

108 

127 

103 

IK) 

105 

122 

93 

1 05 

100 

110 

2b 

104 

105 

105 

121 

101 

106 

10.3 

1 19 

89 

99 

94 

105 

50 

101 

101 

100 

116 

99 

101 

99 

115 

86 

93 

90 

Mil 

75 

98 

97 

98 

112 

94 

95 

95 

109 

8.3 

88 

87 

96 

90 

94 

94 

94 

108 

92 

91 

92 

104 

80 

84 

8.3 

92 

95 

93 

90 

92 

10.3 

90 

89 

89 

101 

78 

82 

81 

89 

100 

81 

79 

81 

88 

84 

81 

82 

89 

74 

74 

7b 

8.3 

Average 

101 

102 

101 

117 

98 

101 

99 

11.3 

8b 

94 

91 

101 

Std. dev. 

5 

7 

6 

8 

5 

8 

6 

7 

5 

9 

b 

7 


APPENDIX 

Worked Examples of Cotilidenee Limiis 

Example I 

Approximate average values of d). dz and d in eaeh of the experiments in table 1 involving Popuhilion (B) are 
used here to obtain, from Eonnula (5), 9.5 per cent confidence limits for the coverage of a stimplc which 
discloses those values. A central estimate D-'’ for the total number of dies used {the true value of winch is. of 
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11 

course 

, 1(10) IS ohiiiincd troni Forniula (3), atul the covcrauc conlidencc limits arc 

applied to it to see vv hether 

valid confidence limits D'""' and D"“" can he obtained in 

this vvav;- 


hem 

Sample 50 

Sitmple lot) 

Sample 200 

1 . Coiijhk'iicc limits for the sainpit 

' .v coverage fc) 



(1) 

<1, 

.31) 

.36 

27 

(ii) 

i/n 

S’ 

IS 

23 

(iii) 

c- '' = ( 1 - i/|/,V) 

.4tl() 

.641) 

.86.3 

(iv) 

2/N 

.0411 

.020 

.010 

(V) 

d\ + 2i/> 

46 

72 

77 

(vi) 

(i/,)- /.v" 

IS.Od 

12.96 

.3.64 

(vii) 

|(v) - (vi)|: 

.3.29 

7.6S 

S..37 

(viii) 

(iv) X (vii) 

.212 

.1.34 

.086 

(ix) 






(iii) (viii) 

ISS. .612 

.4S6. .794 

.779. .9.31 

2. Coinrrsioii to coiifitk'iue liiiiils for total dies (Dj 



(X) 

<1 

39 

62 

S.3 

(xi) 

th. 

1 

7 

17 

(xii) 

</i. (i/i + (/:).' 





{2d 2 + 2d;) 

htl 

.34 

14 

(.xiii) 

ir'' = (x) + (.xii) 

99 

96 

99 

(xiv) 

I)"'"'""" = (xiii) 





X (iii)'’(ix) 

211. 6.3 

126, 77 

no. 90 


In Ihc coiivcrsiiin. lino (xii) (.Iciixes an estimate of t/,, from FornuiUi (3) This is added to the known dies r/ to 
iiive tlie central estimate and hence - in tine (xi\ ) - vtilues of and D'""'. 

Comparison of line (xis) with the r(3) column for Population (U) in table 2 shows that, for each size of 
sample, the values of D""“ and D"'"‘ cover well over 40 per cent of the experimental results - i.c. they are 
respectively above and below rankings fi anil in tliai column. This suggests that F.sty’s formula lor the 95 per 
cent contidence limits of the coveiiige of a siimple can also be used to determine approximate 95 per cent 
conlidencc limits for the number of dies used in the eoiiiage if the sample is such that it is reasonable to apply 
Formula (.3) to it. 

Exmtiplr 2 

This differs from Example 1 in that Population ((') replaces Population (BE and Formula (4) replaces Forniula 
(3):- 



hem 

Saittple 50 

Sample lOO 

Sample 200 

/. Coiifideiire Itmils for the saotple's coiw/gc fc) 



(i) 

</l 

26 

.30 

25 

(ii) 


S 

14 

7 

(iii) 

c’"' = (1 - </,6V) 

.480 

.700 

.873 

(IV) 

2!.\ 

.040 

.020 

.1)10 

(V) 

</i + 2(/- 

42 

.38 

39 

(vi) 

(i/,)- /,V 

1.3..32 

9,00 

3.12 

(vn) 

|(v) - (vi)l' 

,3.34 

7.00 

3.99 

(viii) 

(iv) X (vii) 

.214 

.140 

.060 

(ix) 

mii\ ^ 



.813. .9 3.3 


(iii) — /+ (viii) 

.266. .694 

..360. .840 
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2. Conversion to confidence liiniis for loiid dies (D) 


(X) 

d 

56 

56 

75 

(xi) 

f/i d/(,\‘ — r/|) 

.59.(10 

24.00 

10.71 

(xii) 

(xi) X (1 + .\V2i/) 

66 

45 

25 

(xiii) 

/>■'' = (X) + (xii) 

102 

101 

100 

(xiv) 

= (xiii) 

X (iii)/(ix) 

1.S4. 71 

126. 84 

107. 94 


In (he conversion, line (\i) derives ;in estinnite of d,, from Oornuthi ( I ) and line (xii) modifies it by applyint; the 
Esty ad|iisli7ient factor with f = 2, to produce an estimate of (/„ corresponding to Formula (4). This is addeil to 
the known dies d to give the central estimate f)"' anil hence in line (xiv) - values of D"“" and D""". 

However, comparison of line (xiv) with the F(4) column for Population (C) in Table 2 shows that only in the 
case of a sample size of .■si) do the values of I)'”"' and cover as much as ')() per cent of Ihe experimental 
results - i.c. the relevant range between rankings b and '■J5 in that column. This means that Esiy's formula for 
the h5 per cent conlidence limits ol the coverage of a sample cannot be used to determine 95 per cent 
eonlidencc limits for the number of dies used in the coinage if the sample is such that Fm imila (4) has to be 
applied to it. 



THE ASHDON (ESSEX) HOARD AND THE CURRENCY OF 
THE SOUTHERN DANELAW IN THE LATE NINTH 

CENTURY 

M. A, S. BLACKBURN 

IN a woodland in the parish of Ashdon in north Essex, Mr Bob Spall was about to return to 
felling further diseased elm trees after his lunch when he took out his metal detector for a 
few minutes and to his surprise found in the surface mud fragments of three Viking silver 
coins. Between then, 20 March 1984, and 4 October 1984 he returned with his wife Barbara 
on sixteen occasions and painstakingly recovered twelve intact coins and 102 fragments, 
the remains of some 05-70 pennies of the late ninth century.' 

The hoard,- which was deposited c. 890-5. is only the fifth that we know' of from the last 
two decades of Alfred's reign (871-99); the other four were of quite different compositions 
as well as being rather incompletely recorded. It sheds new' light on the earliest pha.se of 
Anglo-Viking coinage and shows how this had come to dominate the currency of the 
southern Danelaw even before the introduction of the St Edmund Memorial issue. It also 
provides the first know'n coin of King Ciuthfrith of York (e.883-95). 


Recovery and condition of the coins 

The woodland in which the coins were discovered is one known. as ‘Home Wood’ on the 
medieval manor of ‘Waltons'. It is w'ithin the parish of Ashdon. but actually nearer to the 
hamlet of Steventon End^ than the village of Ashdon itself. The hoard was found just to 
the north siile of the trackway that runs through the wood (NGR TL59524357), and the 
Hndspot is a mere 150 yards from the Essex-Cambridgeshire border. 

The coins W'cre dispersed through the top soil over an area of approximately It) feet by 
12 feet (3.()ni by 3.7m). and from the surface down to a depth of 18 inches {().45m). The 
acidity of this highly organic soil had reacted with the silver leaving it extremely brittle ;ind 
liable to crumble. Thi.sWas especially pronounced in the coins which came from near the 
base of a large hornbeam tree, rapidly turning purple w'hen first exposed to the air and then 
black on ctrntact with water. Most of the coins had been broken and dispersed by some 
prior disturbance of the ground, perhaps the grubbing up and replanting of trees, for it 
appears to be an old mixed deciduous wood that has been intensively managed and 
coppiced. Some of the trees are evidently several hundred years old. A few of the 


I .iin tfritirlut lo Sti ;iin.l Mi' Boh Sp;ill 
for ihoir kiinl coiiMdLTiilioii ;iiul iliiiini: the roan- 

cry oIiIk' hiMnl. Michiicl Bimscrna'iilM'iiconMilcrahlc help 
al thi' st:i!! 0 . MihN .Vliiriiin .Archilvilil kintlK in\ licit inc M 
prepare llie (inJ lor lire eoroiieiN iinpie'l ainl Mih'ei|iieiiily 
loi pithliealion. Paul Bibire (Dept ol Antllo-Sawui. Norse 
anil Cellie. (.'anilURluel has ailiiseil me on the iiaiiie loriit' 
appearini; on lire coins. Keilli I tones (Biilish Miiseiiiul aiul 
Miss Julie than son I Kil/nilliain Museum | h.ive eoiisei'Ctl the 
coins Brvoii Baelie I Dept ol .'\pi>lieil Uiolosiy. ( ainhriilpe) 
and Peter Norlhovcr (Dept ol' Melalluiitv iiiil Seieiiee ol 
M.ilerials. Oxioul) h'ave proviileil the analytical appeiulices 
llelpliil eommenis on an eailier ilialt ol ihi' pajrer ncre 
reeeivetl Irom Philip tiiiersoii. Simon Keinc'. Miiliael 
Moieall anil Ian Slewtirl. I .im itraleliil to ilieiu .ill. 


' I'he hoiinl leas ileelaieiJ rieasuie I rove .it all iiKpiesl 
helil at Sallion W.ililen on S lamiari IVS.S Sutisegueillli loin 
coins were aei|uneil hv ihe British Museum, iwo li> Satiroii 
Walilen Museum, amt the remainiler In the filzwilliam 
Museum, as ilelailea in ihe ealalouue below 

■ tor a prelinunari report see .\t. A S. Bhiekburii. '.\ 
pielimin.irv aeeouni ol the ')ih-ceniui\ eoiits in the .•\shiloii 
(Sleveillon pnil) hoard IV.SJ'. \(’iri IV.Ss. 4.V-J; ami loi a 
pofiular aeeouul ol the iltseoiery see M Boii'cr and B. Spall. 

A dal 111 remember I he liiulini; ol a Vikinu hoard . 1 nui\Mc 
Ihiiniii!:. .April IdS.s. 1 - 4 -IS 

' Spelled on some maps Slew luitioii |■.ud 



fraginctus broke fiirtlicr with hniidling. and these new breaks showed that the metal 
although silvery on the surt'aee had been corroded to a white compound throughout. 

On the discovery of the first three coins. Mr Spall had promptly informed Michael 
Bonser and me. and we were present on a number of occasions w'hilc he was searching the 
site. It was also visited by tw\) archaeologists. Mr David Buckley of Essex County Council 
and Mr David l laigh of Cambridgeshire County Council, who contirmed our impression 
that there was no evidence of a container or any other archaeological context for the hud. 
It was decided to leave the recovery of the coins to Mr Spall, who was exercising great skill 
and patience in the task. After running his metal detector over the exposed ground surface, 
he would remove it clod of soil with a trowel or fork and break it up on ;i clean surface 
before running his detector over it again. .After digging out ;i wider area than that in which 
the coins were found, he went back and rechecked the spoil that he had removed using the 
same procedure, finding a small number of additional fragments. In this way he was able to 
recover pieces weighing as little as 0.()5g, so small that when coated in soil they could 
hardly be discerned with the naked eye. There is no doubt that he was able to retrieve the 
hoard more effectively than would have been possible using conventional archaeological 
techniques, including sieving. Such was Mr Spall's dedication to the task that one small 
fragment found during his lunch break he carried all afternoon in his mouth until he could 
pul it in a phice of safely at home that evening. Since 1984 he has returned to search the site 
on several occasions but has made no further discoveries there. 

Trying to match together the 102 fragments in order to reconstruct the broken coins has 
been as frustrating as doing a jigsaw puzzle from which two-thirds of the pieces have been 
lost. While many have been found to fit together to form larger groups, the majority of the 
coins are still very incomplete. It is likely that the missing portions of the many partial coins 
had simply disintegrated into small particles rather than been present in larger pieces but 
not recovered by Mr Spall. Table I shows the sizes of the reconstructed pieces, the number 
of items having been reduced from 1 14 (i.e. 12 intact coins ;ind 102 fragments)"' as found to 
71 listed in the catalogue. However, it is likely that a few of the smallest fragments do in 
fact belong to others in the hoard w'ilhoul our realising it. so that the t(tial number of coins 
represented is probably nearer to 65. But the original deposit may well have been larger, 
for given that over a third of the surviving coins are only small fragments (Table I ) it is 
probable that there were more that have completely perished leaving no trace at all. 

TABLE 1 

The siiiic oj i)res(’i \ atioii oj atins in the Inxiril 

Whole More thnn Two-llurtls Le\s iluiii lOIAL 

coins iwo-ihinls lo n tintiner n quuner 

14 M (r.2.v) 71 (r.tO) 

Hoards in such a poor state of preservation are rare, but the large Norwegian hoard from 
Slelhei containing mainly English coins of /tthelred II was in a similar fragile and 
fragmentary state when discovered in 1866.^^ Both hoards serve as a warning to archaeo- 


' Sutne uf Ihe whole coins ;ind ftiigincnls linvc hrokon Videihkahs-Selsktihei i Clin.siimiiii I.Sfih. S7-UKi. I ho liiul 

liirihor or hcconio chipped wiih Mibsot|Ucni hiincllini’., nnd so was acnuiroil In the llisloncal Musciiin. Bcigcii. hul iiiaiiv 

ihcso (igufoswill nol tails with those in the catalogue bclovs of the sniallcr frtigmcnts. which appear lo he in a compa- 
' C. I Schivc. Forlcgnclsc over Myiitcr fra Midilol- rahic coiiilition to those in the .•Vshslon Imatsl. have since 

aldcrcn. fiindnc i Aarcl IShh s'cd cl Sled k.iklcl I lanimcrcn heen deposited for study at the liiiisersiiy Coin C'ahinei. 

paa I luusrnandspladsen Sletheids Cnund under G.iarden Oslo 

Thjore i llaalands Pra'stegjehl pii Jiedeien'. [■iiilHintlliiiftei i 
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legists that in certain soil conditions even fine silver coins can decay leaving little or no 
trace, so that an apparent absence of single-finds in such a situation could be very 
misleading to those interpreting the history of the site. Although such soil conditions may 
be unusual, their effect on coin and metal artefacts deserves further investigation/' 
Analyses of soil samples taken from the Ashdon hoard site suggest that the corrosion was 
caused by soluble organic acids passing through the soil (see Appendix I). 


Composition of the hoard 

There are three basic elements in the hoard - Anglo-Saxon, Viking, and Carolingian - and 
it appears to have consisted entirely of pennies, for there is no trace of either round or cut 
halfpennies. A summary of the coins found is given in Table 2. from which it c;m be seen 
that among those that can be firmly attributed the Viking issues dominate and there tire 
surprisingly few official Anglo-Saxon issues. Among the 32 uncertain pieces, mostly small 
fragments that cannot be identified, there may be a somewhat higher proportion of 
Anglo-Saxon coins, but overall they still constitute only a minor element in the hoard, as 
also do the Carolingian coins. The Anglo-Saxon element w'ill be described first, with an 
account of the criteria used for distinguishing official coins from imitations. The Viking 
issues follow, divided into several categories according to whether they carry the name of a 
Viking ruler or that of Alfred, and whether the moncyer was one actually w'orking in the 
Danelaw or one from Greater Wessex or Mercia whose name had been merely copied. 
Finally, the four C'arolingian coins w'ill be discus.sed. Three coins from the hoard have been 
analysed (see Appendix 2). 


TABLE : 

SiiJiiimin <>l ilic coiiii'nis of the tuxird 


Aiifilo-Siixon 

Altrcd. rwo-line lypc 

(all Two-linc type) 

(luthruii) 

(Uiililnih 

■Altrei.r. Danelaw iminewrs 
■.•Ml'reJ'. Copying names ol West 
-Saxon or Meieian nu>ne\eis 
'Allred', bkmdered or nneeriain 
monexers' names 

L'ticcrtitin Air^lo-Sn.xoii or 

(all Two-line Ixi’e) 

( iiroliiifiidil 

Charles the BakI loi later! 

(klo 


I 


1 

s 

V 

7 


a4 


4 


Toidl 


7| (( .(i.S ti'ins',’! 


'■ I he siil’iecl is diseasseil in veeeral p.lpcl^ in ( ouo mill ttAInrd. IVSVj 
.In/ineo/ogy . edited In II Chirkeand I; Sehi.i. liAK-S.''r>(i 



a) Aniih-Saxon cleniem - Two-line coins of Alfred (871-99) 

The majoriiy of coins in the hoard carry the name of Alfred and arc of his Two-line type. 
However, most of these arc thought to be not official coins but Viking imitations. The 
Two-line type was the principal issue of the third and final phase of Alfred’s coinage. 
Dollcy and Blunt, in their classic study of the reign, dated its introduction c'.8(S7, following 
immediately upon the London Mongram issue which they associated with the events of S86 
when, as they thought. Alfred gained control of the city from the Vikings.^ It now appears 
that his authority in London was recognised well before that, and there are reasons for 
thinking that the London Monogram and Tw'O-line issues began in the early iSSOs. The 
arguments will be developed elsewhere in connection with a study of the second phase of 
Alfred’s coinage, but they rely in part on the attribution to London of Cross and Lozenge 
coins of Alfred and Ccoiwulf 11. I he issue of this type seems to have ceased by c.iSSO.''^ 

The Tw'o-line coinage was a very large one, struck in the names of some eighty moneyers 
and evidently produced at a number of different mints. Dollcy and Blunt distinguished 
four main styles of die-cutting within the issue which they attributetl to Ctmlerbury, 
London ('early’ and ‘late’ styles), and west Mercia, and they recognized the existence of a 
significant number of Viking imitations.'' Their study w-as only preliminary, however, and 
they did not attempt to provide detailed descriptions of the scope of these stylistic groups, 
ol the moneyers represented in them, or of the division between official issues and Viking 
imitations. In order to asse.ss the significance of this new hoard it has been necessary to 
make a detailed stylistic analysis of the 'I wo-line type generally. A full account ot this will 
appear in due course, but the results so far as they concern this report may be summarised 
as follows. 

The identification of four major stylistic groups has been broadly confirmed. They are 
associated with London. Canterbury, Winchester (Dollcy and Blunt's 'late London' 
style).'" and w-est Mercia. The London group comprises the work of eight moneyers 
including Tilewine, who is named on .some London Monogram coins, and three other 
moneyers who akso struck the London Cross and Lozenge coins referred to above. The 
Canterbury series is much larger, embracing nineteen moneyers. ;md it is identified 
through coins of the archbishops and the late variety with DORO(rt'nj/u) added to the 
obverse legend. The Winchester group contains seven moneyers some of w'hom continued 
into Edward the Elder’s reign (899-924) using a style of die that can be traced ultimately to 
moneyers of the mint-signed coins of Athelstan (924-39). For each of these three series 
some sub-division between early and late styles can be made, although it is difficult to place 
absolute dates on them. The fourth group from west Mercia is rather different, for it 
embraces five distinct styles of die-cutting and may represent the work of several (.|uite 
distant mints. The seven moneyers involved are each in some w'ay linked with the 
distinctive west Mercian cointige of Edward the Elder, including his pictorial issues. In 
addition to these four main groups, there are also a number of minor styles iissociated with 
moneyers w'ho may have been w'orking at other centres in Greater Wcs.sex or Mercia. 
Together these styles account for some 50 of the moneyers. The remaining 30 or so are 
thought to have been working at mints in the Danelaw (see below). Of course, in every 
case it is the source of the dies rather than the mint-place that wc arc identifying through 
their styles, and while the dies will often have been used by moneyers operating in the 
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same lown, some may have been sent for use at mints elsewhere. Where in this paper there 
is a reference to a London or Canterbury moneyer, etc., it should be understood as 
meaning a moneyer who uses London or Canterbury style dies. 

The Viking imitations of Alfred's coins are not always easily distinguished. Their 
identiheation is based on three criteria: anomalous style, light weight, and poor literacy. If 
two of these characteristics are present one can be reasonably sure that the piece is 
imitative, but one should be wary of condemning a coin on grounds of style or weight or 
literacy alone unless it is an extreme case. The style of a coin is judged by the detailed form 
and arrangement of its lettering and decorative features, but these will vary to some extent 
even within an official style. It is only by assembling a fair number of specimens of full 
weight and good literacy that one can become familiar with the normal range ol a 
die-cutter’s work, and so distinguish this from imitative products. Even so the task can he 
difficult, for some of the Danelaw craftsmen tried to copy the style of lettering as well as 
the legends and did so tolerably well. Often one’s opinion that the style is official or 
imitative is confirmed by the weight of the coin, but where with a fragment this check is not 
available and only a few letters are visible it may be impossible to decide what its status is. 
For this the reason many of the smaller fragments in the hoard have been placed in an 
uncertain category. 

The difference in weight between the Anglo-Saxon and Viking issues arises because 
mints in the Danelaw did not adopt the higher weight standard that Alfred had introduced 
at the start of the third phase of his coinage. Oflicial Two-line coins were struck to a 
standard of e. I.6()g (24.5gr.) and they rarely fall below 1.45g (22..'igr.). whereas Viking 
issues w'ere struck to a standard of around 1.35g (21.0gr.) or less and they rarely reach 
l.45g (22.5gr.). This lighter standard can also be seen in the contemporary coins of 
Gulhrum, and it continued to be used in the St Edmund Memorial issue, the regal Viking 
coinage of York, and the St Peter issue. As w'ith style, the criterion is not absolute, for 
some official coins weight below 1 .4,3g while the occasional Viking one will exceed it. With 
damaged coins one can sometimes guess at the original weight, but that will only be useful 
if it lies very clearly above or below the 1 .4.sg mark. A simihtr clear margin will be required 
for coins, such as those in this hoard, that have been affected by corrosion and leaching." 

The degree of literacy in the Viking issues varies greatly, for while the inscriptions on 
some are heavily blundered or quite meaningless, many arc perfectly correct. Moreover 
errors do occasionally occur in the official series, not usually among the major stylistic 
groups of London. Canterbury, and Winchester, but some smalicr workshops, notably that 
supplying tlies to the moneyer Eegwulf. regularly make mistiikes. When an error is found 
in a coin inscription then, in order to assess its signihcance it is necessary to consider the 
stylistic group to which the com belongs. 

Adopting this approach to the identification ol the Viking issues, only one coin in the 
hoard among the 5S or so Two-line coins in Alfred's name can be identified as an oflicial 
Anglo-Saxon prtKiuct with any confidence. It is a substantial fragment of a coin of the 
London moneyer Ilereferth (no. 1). Even here the attribution is not certain, for it has the 
exceptional feature of four pellets around the central obverse cro,ss which is only otherwise 
found among London style dies on BMC .3.7, S, also of I lereferth. This latter com is of full 
weight ( I .b.sg/2.3.5 gr.) and good style, but it has a worrying intrusive .\ in the obverse 
legend, XEL .XFR ED RE. Of the remaining 'Alfred' Two-line coins in the hoard. 28 have 
been identified as probable Viking issues and .32 small fragments have been assigned to an 
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'uncertain' category. However, the ratio 1:28 among the positively identihed coins 
probably understates the proportion of official coins in the hoard. One of the coins 
attributed to the Vikings in the name of the moneyer Ludig (no. 2.'!) may actually be 
Anglo-Saxon, and among the uncertain fragments there are nine pieces which are quite 
likely to be official (nos 38-43. 45-6, and 50) and others that might be. It is probable, 
therefore, that the number of official coins of Alfred in the hoard is nearer to ten than the 
one actually identified, but even so this would still mean that the great majority of the coins 
(some live-sixths) are Viking. 


b) Viking issues in (he name of Guthnim f/Ethelslan') 

Five coins in the hoard are in the name of Guthrum, king of the southern Danelaw in 880-90. 
These bring the number of known coins of his to 40. of which at least .30 came from the 
Cuerdale hoard and three from the Moricy St Peter hoard. They carry his baptismal name. 
/Ethelstan. and the title rex. together normally contracted to eight or nine letters and 
arranged in four sections as on Alfred's coins, e.g. ED ELZN RE. ED ELT\ RE. One coin in 
this hoard is novel in having an unabbreviated form in a continuous inscription. ,\ EDLLS I \N 
REX (no. 6). The literacy of the obverse, however, is not carried over on to the reverse, for 
the moneyer’s name is quite garbled. It is not clear whether this coin belongs early or late 
in the issue. The other four coins add little to our know'ledge of Guthrum's coinage, three 
of them being die-linked to coins from the Cuerdale hoard. This degree of die-linking is a 
little higher than we would expect, for a die-study of the whole issue to be published 
elsewhere suggests that we know- only about a third of the dies originally used. Although 
Guthrum died in 890, in principle some of the coins in his name could be posthumous 
imitations, his name having been copied in the same way that Alfred’s was. However, if 
such imitations do exist they cannot at present be distinguished. 

c) Viking issue in the name of Guthfrith 

The most interesting coin in the hoard is undoubtedly one with a quite new obverse 
inscription XGV DE i j |RE (no. 7). The.sc letters arc clear, save for the penultimate one of 
which only the angled right-hand foot is visible. It could be an \ or an R. but R for rex is the 
letter one would expect in this position. Part of the surface of the die face between the V 
and the D had evidently flaked away before striking leaving an area of the metal raised, but 
it does not appear to have effaced any of the inscription. The legend w'as apparently laid 
out in four groups of two letters as on most of Alfred’s and Guthrum’s coins, so the portion 
missing from the edge of the coin would presumably have carried one letter, the last of the 
ruler’s name. 

Although the obverse inscription is incomplete, the first five letters GVDEF- are sufficient 
to identify the name, for they could only reasonably represent Guthfrith or related forms 
of it. The presence of a D rather than an D {eih) could be a simple die-cutter’s error, but it 
may reflect a genuine sound change. This substitution is often found in other late 
ninth-century coin inscriptions, e.g. on Guthrum’s coins w'hcrc his baptismal name 
/Ethelstan always begins ED-, on one by his moneyer Guthhere spelt GVDIIEIE,‘- and on 
coins of Alfred’s moneyer Cuthberht who is regularly spelt CVDBERIIT. The introduction 
of a medial E could suggest an attempt to Anglicize the name or reflect influence in the 
die-cutting of the Continental Germanic name Godafrid.'^ The second element beginning 
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with F is only likely to be -ferih, -frcth. -jrid, -fntlv\ -Jroihr. etc., which arc related and in 
practice were interchangeable according to the language and dialect of the user. The name 
could be of Old English, Continental Germanic, or Scandinavian origin, but in the conte.xt 
of a bite ninth-century ruler in the Danelaw we should presumably interpret it as the Old 
Norse Gullifrithrl Guthfrothr . As on Guthrum's coins, the name must have been contracted 
or abbreviated so that with the title it would lit into eight letters, and the legend is probably 
to be completed -FGV DE FD RE or -EGV DE FR RE. 

The moneyer of Guthfrith's coin is ‘Theie* (Dl.lE), which is probably to be interpreted ;i,s 
OE Dci’g (modern ‘day’), a rare name in this uncompounded form, but more familiar in 
Diegbeorht and Dtegmund, The moneyer is otherwise known only from another coin in the 
Ashdon hoard (no. 16). in this case in the name of Alfred. Both specimens are in a similar 
style that may give some clue to their origin. They have a large plain inner circle leaving a 
narrow margin lot the inscription which is in small delicate letters. On the reverse the O in 
MONE has short lines radiating from it like a sun. This type of O is also found on a 
blundered halfpenny of ‘ineg' from the Stamford hoard (Grierson'’' no. 37). It has the 
same narrow margin and delicate lettering and seems to be the w'ork of the same dic-cutter. 
Several other coins exhibit this narrow margin although the style of lettering varies to some 
extent, e.g. pennies: Guthrum, ludclbcrd (SCBl Merseyside Museums 146); ’Alfred', 
Winig(er) (BMC 392); and ‘Alfred’, blundered moneyer (BMC 362); halfpennies: all 
’Alfred’ and from Stamford hoard. ‘Tilcwine’ (Grierson nos 33 and 44), ’Rafing' (Grierson 
no. 36), and ’Erifer’ (with Lincoln monogram. Grierson no. 49). Several factors suggest 
that this style was popular in the north-cast Midlands, namely the Lincoln monogram 
halfpenny, the penny of Winiger who went on to strike the St Edmund Memorial type and 
later coins of Edward the Elder in a style that Lyon associates w'ith the Five Boroughs 
region. po.s.sibly .Stamford.''’ and thirdly the presence of so many coins of this style in the 
Stamford hoard. There is therefore a strong possibility that Guthfrirh’s coin was struck not 
at York but in the region of the Five Boroughs. 

Who was the Guthfrith who issued this coin'.’ The name w'as borne by a number of 
Viking rulers, including the lamous king ()f Denmark (r/.<SI()) and two tenth-century Viking 
kings of Dublin. Keeping in mind that the coin must have been struck sometime between 
the early .S.SOs, when the Tw'o-line type was introduced. :ind r.S9.’i, the latest likely date for 
the deposit of the hoard, there is only one plausible candidate recorded in the sources. The 
next Viking king of York mentioned after Ilalfdene I is Guthfrith (called Guthred in one 
text), who ruled from c',881 or (-.883 until his death on 24 August 895. 1 le was apparently 
a Christian, and there is a colourful account of his election and sw-earing of an oath over .St 
Cuthbert’s remains, but otherwise we know little about his reign. He was buried in York 
Minster. As Guthrum's cttuiUerpart in the northern Danelaw he is a person one could 
expect to have issued coins, as his successors did. indeed, until 1961 the late York regal 
coinage in the name of Cnut w'as generally attributed to Guthfrith.'’ 

The fact that the new coin was probably struck not in Northumbria but in the Five 
Boroughs need not prevent its being attributed to the king of York. The history of this 
period derives almost wholly from West Saxon sources which stiy little tibout the internal 
affairs of the Danelaw. Guthfrith may have en joyed some authority south of the I lumber - 
the chronicler /Clhelweard records some activity of the York D:mes in an area west of 
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Stamford, although it may have been no more than raiding.'*^ Moreover, the Vikings had a 
plural notion of kingship so that several leaders might have been recognized in the same 
region at one time, including the unidentified King Halfdene of the coins. The 
geographical pattern of minting in this imitative phase is still very unclear, but if as seems 
probable the coinage in York started later than that in the south and Guthfrith had 
required coins in his own name for some political purpose, he might well have commis- 
sioned them from a rnoneyer in the southern Danelaw. Alternatively, this new coin may be 
merely a southern imitation of a coinage issued at York. Several explanations arc therefore 
available, and while we cannot rule out the possibility that there was another Viking leader 
of the same name in the southern Danelaw, the probability is that the Guthfrith of the coin 
was the well known and powerful king of York. Whatever the circumstances lying behind 
this issue, it is evident that Guthfrith's coinage can only have been very small. It would be 
an over-simplification to say that based on surviving specimens Gulhrum’s named coinage 
was 40 times larger, but comparing the numbers of their coins docs give some idea of the 
relative scale of production. 


li) Viking issues in the mime of 'Alfred' by Danelaw inoneyers 

It has recently been argued that a significant proportion of the moneyers named on the 
Tw'O-line coinage in Alfred’s name were men operating at mints in the Danelaw quite 
outside Alfred's control.-" The use of Alfred's name rather than that of a local ruler is 
explained as a desire to emulate the designs and legends of a successful neighbouring 
coinage, a practice common among states that arc issuing coins for the first time as the 
Anglo-Vikings were. 

In the Ashdon hoard twelve coins fall into this category, tlda (no. 10) was also a 
rnoneyer for Guthrum, and Theie (no. 16) struck the coin of Guthfrith. W'inig (nos IS-19) 
was a prolific rnoneyer in the succeeding St Edmund Memorial issue and after the 
rcconqucst of the Danelaw he produced coins for Edw'ard the Elder of a style associated 
with the east Midlands.-' The rnoneyer Simun (nos 11-15) is showm by the w'eight 
distribution of his coins and the find evidence to have been working in the southern 
Danelaw, and it is probable that he is the same rnoneyer as the Sigemund. Simund. etc. 
who struck St Edmund Memorial coins.-- Coin no. 8 reading BALDO may be by the St 
Edmund rnoneyer Bado or po.ssibly a corrupt version of another called Wigbald.-^ The 
moneyers of the tw'o remaining coins in this class, Balere (no. 9) and Varolf (no. 17), are 
not recorded in other types, but the poor literacy and light weight of their coins show them 
to be Danelaw issues. 


e) Viking issues in the name of 'Alfred' and copying names of West Saxon or Mercian 
moneyers 

Nine coins with the name of ‘Alfred’ appear to be direct copies of official coins; further 
examples may al.so be present among the coins of uncertain attribution. The criteria for 
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distinguishing imitations from the originals have been discussed above, and the specific 
grounds for each coin are set out in the catalogue. Of the nine coins, six are copies of 
moneyers of the London group (five of Ludig, although no. 25 may be official, and one of 
Tilewine), one copies a moneyer of the Canterbury group (‘Diarwald’), and two copy a 
west Mercian moneyer (Cuthberht). The high proportion of imitations of Ludig can also be 
seen among the imitations in the Cuerdale hoard, and they occur among the few recorded 
single-finds of this period."^ This is perhaps not surprising since Ludig was a prolific 
London moneyer during the early and middle years of the Two-line issue, the period when 
most of this class of imitation appears to have been produced. Imitations of Cuthberht and 
Tilewine are also well known from the Cuerdale hoard, but that of Diarwald is not. Most of 
the known imitations of the Canterbury group belong to a single phase late in the issue, for 
they mainly copy coins of the DORO type of Alfred or Archbishop Plegmund. The lettering 
on these is clearly based on the Canterbury style, but many have badly blundered legends. 
The Diarwald coin in the Ashdon hoard (no. 22) does not belong to this imitative group, 
for its style is different, making little effort to emulate Canterbury work. 

Only one coin has been found to die-link with coins outside the hoard (no. 27, a 
die-duplicate of BMC 349 from Cuerdale), which is a much lower rate than among the 
coins of Guthrum, but this may be because a more complete photographic record of 
Guthrum’s coins exists as they arc so scarce that those that are not in museums have mainly 
been illustrated in sale catalogues. 

/) Viking issues in the name of ‘Alfred’ with blundered or uncertain moneyers’ names 

Seven fragmentary coins have reverse inscriptions that are clearly blundered. Were they 
more complete, it inight be possible to discern the names of Danelaw or official Alfredian 
moneyers underlying the legends. One piece (no. 34) has been found to die-link with coins 
outside the hoard enabling the reverse inscription to be completed, although it still makes 
little sense. Another (no. 35) appears to have a blundered form of a moneyer’s name 
ending -berht, while a third (no. 33) may be a blundered version of Tilewine’. For the 
remaining four fragments no close parallels have been found. 


g) Uncertain Anglo-Saxon or Viking issues 

For 32 fragments I have hesitated to give positive attributions largely because they are too 
small for one to be able to judge their style or weight with any confidence or to recognize 
die-links with other coins. For several of them suggestions as to the moneyer concerned 
can be made, e.g. nos 38-46, but whether they are official coins or imitations is uncertain. 
Others have reverse legends that are otherwise unrecorded, such as nos 36-7 and 47-8, 
Some of the smallest pieces are no more than part of the central cross or outer border, and, 
although a careful check has been made, we cannot be sure that these do not belong to 
other fragmentary coins in the hoard. 

The group is none the less interesting. It includes three coins (nos 39, 40. and 50) that 
may be of the Winchester style or imitations based on it. They would not affect date of 
deposit of the hoard, however, for they could belong to either the early or the late 
sub-groups that have been distinguished in the Winchester style. Another coin (no. 44) is 
by a moneyer He. . .stan, presumably Heahstan or Herestan although neither name has 
been previously recorded in the Two-line type. There was a Heahstan who used 
Winchester-style dies in the preceding Cross and Lozenge issue, but if this is the same 
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man the Ashdon coin is probably a Viking copy of a lost original for it is not in the 
Winchester style. One coin (no. 43) appears to be of the Canterbury style or an imitation of 
it, and like the Diarwald imitation it is of the main Two-line type rather than the later 
DORO variety. Five coins (nos 38, 41-2, and 45-6) may be coins or copies of the London 
style, of which the first is the most significant. It is most likely to be a coin of Bcagstan who 
was the sole moneycr at London towards the end of the reign, but if it is one of his it would 
appear from the lettering to belong to the middle of the issue when he was also active. 


Ii) Carol iiigian element 

I'he four Carolingian deniers provide the terminus post cpieni for the hoard and potentially 
some insight into Viking contacts with the Continent. Three are of the Gratia Dei Rex type 
in the name of Charles the Bald (840-77), one from the mint of Rouen and two from 
Curtisusonien. The type was introduced in 864 and it continued unchanged at many mints 
after Charles' election as emperor in 876 and even after his death down to the end of the 
century or later. This is especially likely for the coins of Ciirtisasonieii. for the three French 
hoards in which they were a major or dominant constituent - .luaye-Mondaye, Issy 
I'Eveque, and ‘near Autun’ (Luzy) - are all of the early tenth century.’^ No satisfactory 
division has as yet been made betw'een the coins issued during Charles' reign ;md those 
produced in the following decade or two, so that the specimens in the Ashdon hoard 
cannot be closely dated. This is not true of the fourth coin, however, which is a Paris denier 
of Odo (888-98). 

Geographically the coins form a reasonably compact group, w'ith Paris and Rouen on the 
Seine and Curtisasonien in the same region but probably further south-west between Paris 
and Brittany, although its location has long been debated; it has been identified most 
recently with Courcessin near Corbon (Orne).-'* The one recorded Carolingian coin from 
the Stamford hoard, w'hich was deposited at much the same time as the Ashdon hoard, or 
perhaps a little earlier, was also from the Seine valley, a Gratia Dei Rex obol of 
Saint-Denis.-^ This pattern is different from that of the mints represented in the earlier 
hoard from Laxfield. Suffolk deposited probably during the later 87()s.-^ which had six coins 
of the Gratia Dei Rex period, of which one was from Rouen but five were from mints 
further north: Ouentovic (tw'o coins), Nivelles, Saint-Gery (Cambrai), and Laon. 
Admittedly, the numbers of coins involved are so small that comparisons must be treated 
with caution. Much more significant is the contrast show'ii by the c. 1 ,050 Carolingian coins 
in the Cuerdale hoard (dep. c.905)-‘' which were predominantly from Aquitaine and the 
Loire valley, with a smaller but significant group from Flanders, Lotharingia, and the 
Somme valley. From the Seine valley there were very few coins considering the size of the 
hoard - Rouen (-), St Denis (I), Paris (2). Chelles (-). Mcaiix (-) - and fewer still from the 
area to the south-west - Evreux (I), Lisieux (-), Bayeux (-), Deux-Jumeaux (-), 
Curtisasonien (l).-^" The only recorded Carolingian single-finds of this period from the 
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Coinage I The Early Middle Ages (5di-IOdi Cenniriesl 
(Cambridge, 1986). pp. 63.V-7. 

R. H. M. Dollcv and K. F Morrison. Finds of Carol- 
incian coins from Great Britain and Ireland'. EM 32 (1963). 
7.Ck 7. at 79. 

^ Dolloy and Morrison, p. 79 The deposit date must he 
later than C.87.S suggested there, lor it apparently contained 
an IMI’FR.ATOR ACiV.ST coin of Saint-Gery (Cambrai) 
which dates altei 876 if ol Charles the BaUI or after 882 if of 


Charles the Fat. The hoard is in hict strong evidence for the 
former attribution, since the Anglo- Saxon element in so Itn 
as it IS described could hardly be hiler than the 87tls. 
However. I have been unable to find the partial hoard listing 
among the Banks MSS in the British Museum cited by 
Dolley and Morrison. 

Dolley and Morrison, pp. 811-81. 

If the majority of the coins in Cuerdale belong to the 
later ninth century a number of these mints may not have 
been operating then, hut some certainly were including 
Paris, St Denis. Mcau.x. and Carii.sasonieii. 
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Danelaw are one of Cunisasonien from Beachainwell, Norfolk,-^’ one of Quentovic from 
Thetford, Norfolk,-^- and an oboi of Vise from the Thetford area.^-^ 

The Carolingian coins in the Ashdon and Cuerdale hoards were clearly drawn from 
sources of different composition, but how far either find was representative of a pool of 
Carolingian coins circulating in the Danelaw rather than discrete parcels that had been 
brought from the Continent is debateable. The evidence of the ‘peck-marks' on the 
Cuerdale coins suggests that they had seen some circulation in the Danelaw; approximately 
50 per cent of those in the British Museum have 'pecks’ (between one and seven per coin) 
which is a higher percentage than in some of the insular elements in the hoard. But just 
how effective that circulation was in mixing the coins and to what extent the heavier 
Continental deniers would have been preferentially selected or rejected for transactions or 
for hoarding we do not know. The stock of Carolingian coins in the Danelaw was probably 
small enotigh for its composition to have been significantly influenced if large sums of 
money from one region of France were brought over, for example, on the arrival of the 
Great Army. The differences that are apparent between the Laxfield, Ashdon, and 
Cuerdale hoards suggest that this was the case. It is also likely that there was in addition 
some Frankish coinage arriving through regular contact with Vikings on the Continent or 
with the Franks themselves. 

It is tempting to try to correlate the compositions of these hoards, and in particular the 
concentration of coins from the Seine region in the Ashdon hoard, with the known 
movements of the main Viking army on the Continent and its excursions to England in 
884-5 and 892-6. The result is not particularly convincing. For the five years prior to 884 
the army had been active in Flanders, the Somme valley, and Lotharingia, but not 
apparently further south. On their return to the Continent in 885 they did spend five years 
principally in the Seine valley and Burgundy, laying siege to Paris in 885-6 and taking 
tributes there in 886 and 889, but they moved north again for two years prior to their return 
to England in 892. A second army that joined them in Kent in 892 had spent the previous 
two years in the Somme valley. One would expect any coinage that the armies brought with 
them to have had a substantial northern element even if it also included plunder from 
earlier years and part of Odo's Paris tribute of 889. Unfortunately, the four coins in the 
hoard are not a sufficient number that we may assume them to be representative. They 
could therefore have come to England with one of the armies in 892, but it is perhaps more 
likely that they came by some other means possibly spread over a number of years in the 
period 885-90 when the Vikings were actively raiding up and down the Seine. 


Pecking and bending 

The Ashdon hoard provides clear evidence that 'pecking', testing the metal by cutting or 
stabbing with the blade of a knife, was practised by the Vikings in the southern Danelaw. 
This was widely employed in Scandinavia and the Slav lands around the Baltic from the 
late ninth until the late eleventh century. In the British Isles it has been noted in 
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Northumbria on the coins, ingots, and hack-silver in the Ciierdalc hoard, and on three 
single-finds from the southern Danelaw: the denier of the Griitki Dei Rex type found at 
Thetford. Norfolk mentioned above, an ‘Alfred’ Two-line coin by the Danelaw moncyer 
Simun found at Cambridge. and a .Sword St Peter coin struck c. 920-7 found near Louth, 
Lincolnshire. '^ Peck marks will no doubt be noticed on other finds now that attention has 
been drawn to their significance, for it is only comparatively recently that Miss Marion 
Archibald first noted them on Cuerdale coins. Irish hoards in particular deserve to be 
studied. 

In the Ashdon hoard 26 of the 71 pieces carry peck marks, but many of the fragments are 
so small that one would not e.xpect them to be marked even if the coins they came from 
were. More significantly, of the 24 complete or substantially complete coins in the hoard 1.7 
(i.e. 55 per cent) are peck marked. They are present in all the significant categories - 
Viking issues with rulers' names, those of Danelaw moncyers. those imitating official 
Alfredian coins or w'ith blundered legends, and the Carolingian coins. The absence of 
pecks on the few fragmentary pieces that are or may be Anglo-.Saxon issues is probably of 
no significance. Their presence on the coins of Guthrum and on those in the name of 
‘Alfred’ by the moncyers Elda, Simun, and Winnig is of particular interest in demon- 
strating that pecking was carried out in the southern Danelaw, for as undoubted southern 
Viking issues it is most unlikely that those pieces received the peck marks while circulating 
in Northumbria. The number of marks on individual coins varies between one and three, 
and they do not seem to be concentrated in any particular category of coin. Given the 
fragmentary slate of many of the pieces, the degree of pecking in this hoard is not 
amenable to detailed statistical analysis. 

Another feature common among coins from Scandinavian finds tmd thought to have 
been an alternative method of testing the resistance, and hence the purity, of the metal is 
deliberate bending ;ind rebending. Seven (or possibly nine) coins in the Ashdon hoard 
(nos 9, 10. 13?, 1(S, 19, 33?, 58, 68, and 70) appear to have been treated in this way, each 
with one bend but sometimes bent fiat again leaving a ridge. Nos 9 and 19 have peck niiirks 
on and at right angles to the ridge, suggesting that they had been bent before being pecked. 
Unlike pecking, bending seems also to have been practised by the Anglo-Saxons, for 
Professor Maimer has noted bent coins among a number of tenth- and eleventh-century 
English hoards, although no systematic study has yet been carried out. 


Date of deposit and signilicanee of the hoard 

The coin of King Odo (no. 71 ) provides a strict {enniniis post ciiiciii for the hoard of 888. 
but other elements present enable one to place further limits on the likely period of 
deposit. The Two-line coins that are probably .Anglo-Saxon or are based on Anglo-Saxon 
models belong to sub-styles of early and middle date, while the w'ide range of Viking 
imitations and derivatives also suggests in general terms an assembly made well into the 
currency of the Two-line issue. Based on Dolley and Blunt's dating of ( .887-99 for the 
type, the hoard could hardly be much earlier than the mid 89()s. But as noted above it can 
now be argued that Alfred introduced the type in the early 88()s. so that a date of deposit as 
early as (■.890 can be contemplated. 


MEC l:l.Vi7; thi: peck on the reverse is not mentioned 
there as it is of an unusual type akin to a scratch. 

” M- A. S. Blackburn and M. J. Bonser. ‘Singlc-linds of 
Anglo-Saxon and .Slorman coins - 3'. BMJ Sh (198b), (vt- 101 . 
at ‘S). no. I l.t. 

M, M. Archibald. 'Coins and Ciirrency‘. in J. Grahani- 


Campbell. Viking Arielach. A Sclnl Cuitilogin' (London. 
1980), pp. 10.3-22, at 120. no. dO.-S. 

Maimer, p. 398. I'he degree and complexity of the 
bending is duly noted in recent volumes of the Swedish 
Corpus: cf. CMS 1.4. pp. xviii-xix, 
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It is still more instructive to consider what is not represented in the find. There are no 
coins or imitations of the later varieties and sub-styles of Alfred’s Two-line type, such as 
the DORO variety at Canterbury, the neat London style of the moneyer Beagmund, or the 
niore regular late Winehester style, each of which probably belongs to the last five years or 
so of the reign. The prolific Orsrtaforda and Canterbury-style imitations, both of which also 
appear to be late groups, are likewise absent, and so too the Viking regal coinage of York 
which probably commenced in the later 890s. 

The most significant absentee, however, given the location of the findspot, is the St 
Edmund Memorial issue. The large scale of production evident from the Cuerdale hoard 
suggests that the type soon dominated the currency of much of the southern Danelaw, and 
it may well have effectively demonetized the Two-line and other issues previously in 
circulation there. Blunt, in his study of the St Edmund issue, dated its introduction c.892 
on the basis of three die-duplicates which combine a St Edmund obverse with a reversef?) 
reading -HAELFRED rex do.'^" These he regarded as official products of the Canterbury 
mint, and since this was thought to have been closed in 892 with the arrival of the Viking 
armies in Kent,^' the ‘St Edmund/Alfred’ coins could not have been struck later than that 
year. However, although these coins are of good workmanship and copy (incorrectly) a 
Canterbury inscription, they are not in fact in the style of the Canterbury die-cutter, and 
their weights conform to the lighter Danelaw standard rather than that of Alfred. They 
should be seen, then, not as official Canterbury issues but as products of the Danelaw, 
either copying regular St Edmund and Alfred issues or perhaps leading the St Edmund 
series in a transitional phase when the die-cutter was experimenting with new designs. 
Moreover, in the British Museum there is a coin of Archbishop Plegmund’s simple 
Two-line type, contemporary in style and fabric with Alfred's, that has been overstruck on 
a coin of the St Edmund Memorial issue, demonstrating that the Canterbury mint was 
still in operation after the beginning of the St Edmund issue. Indeed, I would argue that 
the continuity of moneyers at Canterbury from Alfred to Edward the Elder is such that the 
mint appears to have been active until virtually the end of the reign without any obvious 
sign of a previous interruption. One is. therefore, thrown back on other evidence for 
dating the start of the St Edmund coinage, albeit of a less decisive character. The relative 
size and complexity of the St Edmund issue and of the preceding imitative phase are 
matters to be weighed, but they are difficult to quantify. The fact that in the Cuerdale 
hoard the majority of Viking imitations that one might give to the southern Danelaw (save 
for the late ‘Canterbury’ group which is difficult to locate) copy official coins of early and 
middle styles rather than the later ones suggests that this phase had ceased by the mid 890s. 
But the firmest evidence for dating the issue is that it lay after the deposit of the Stamford 
and Ashdon hoards and, because of the Ptegmund overstrike, before the last years of 
Alfred's reign, A realistic estimate would be f.895 with latitude of several years either way. 

The other coin type that is notably absent from the hoard is the London Monogram issue 
and its imitatioiis. Here there is a marked contrast with the Stamford hoard^’ which 
contained at least ten London Monogram imitations and derivatives among the 39 
recorded coins. The hoard is also unusual for its large number of halfpennies (at least 24). 
What is not clear is whether the difference is one of geography or date. The London 
Monogram prototype belongs early in the Two-line phase, to judge from the use of a 


C- E. IJkinl, ''I'hi-’ St EdnuinJ Mcmoritil toiniiyc’. 
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portrait and the evidence of the London (Bucklersbury) lioard."''^ This poorly recorded find 
appears to have been composed largely of London Monogram coins with just a few of the 
Tvvo-linc type, the only moncycr recorded being Wulfred who operated at Winchester 
throughout the issue. We may infer that the Monogram issue then dominated the currency 
in London because few if any Two-line coins had been struck there, although the type had 
already been introduced at Winchester and perhaps at other mints. The imitations may 
also be generally early, as that in the name of Halfdcne surely is since it mules a London 
Monogram reverse with one of the earlier and much rarer Two Emperors type.'*'’ Two 
regular coins ovcrstruck at Canterbury and at a west Mercian minf**’ suggest that its 
currency was in practice limited regionally or chronologically or both. One would expect 
London's influence to have been greater in north Essex than at Stamford in Lincolnshire, 
and among the Two-line coins from Ashdon a high proportion are in the name of London 
moneyers. The absence of the Monogram type. then, implies either that the Ashdon hoard 
is later than that from Stamford or that the London Monogram imitations have a more 
northerly origin and perhaps that the currency in East Anglia was largely limiletl to 
Two-line issues by a preference for the locally produced type. 

Weighing all these factors, the Ashdon hoard is likely to have been deposited between 
c.S9() and C.S95. As we have seen, the Carolingian coins may have been brought to 
England in 892 by the two Viking armies that had been campaigning for many years in 
central and then in northern France, one having taken tribute from Odo at Paris in 889. 
But they could have come over with some smaller band or through trade in earlier years. 
Nor can we with any assurance link the hoard's non-recovery with the activities of the same 
armies in England between 892 and 896 when, with reinforcements from East .A.nglia and 
Northumbria, they rampaged around England engaging in conllicts that tested the new 
English defences to their limits. 

The political status of Essex in the 890s is somewhat uncertain, for although it was w iihin 
the Danelaw according to the boundary described in the treaty between Alfred and 
Guthrum.'*^ the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle annul for 896 refers to the death of one 
'Beorhtwulf. ealdorman of Essex' implying that Alfred may either have retained or 
recently regained control of at least part of that region."'^ However, Ashdon. lying in the 
extreme north, on the boundary with East Anglia, is likely to have remained in Danish 
hands. That the hoard was the property of a resident of the Danelaw, be he Viking or 
Anglian, there can be no doubt. The predominance of light Danelaw issues, the 
Carolingian element, and the presence of ‘pecked' and bent specimens distinguish the 
coins from those that circulated in Wessex and English Mercia. A very different picture is 
presented by the Leigh-on-Sca hoard/"' which appears to have consisted entirely of regular 
issues of Alfred, predominantly of Canterbury style, and without peek marks, to judge 
from the published photographs which admittedly is hazardous. The presence of both the 
simple Two-line type and the D(.>RO variety suggests a dale of deposit of c. 895-91)0. rather 
than 893 as proposed by Blunt and Dolley. If the find were typical of the coinage in local 
circulation rather than a purse taken from Kent, of which we cannot be certain, it would 
imply a very different currency and political authority in the south from that in north 
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Essex. However, the grave in which the coins were found appears to have been a pagan 
one. the skeleton being accompanied by a horse and sword,''" so that tite evidence is 
ambiguous. 


Conclusions 

The Ashdon hoard provides a valuable insight on the nature of the coinage circulating in 
the southern Danelaw during the early 890s, prior to the introduction of the St Edmund 
Memorial issue. It implies a surprisingly uniform currency consisting almost entirely of 
Two-line coins, the great majority of them Viking issues. The technical standard ol' 
production at the Danelaw mints was very variable, ranging from the excellent products of 
the moneyers Elda and Simun, good enough to have been regarded until recently as official 
issues of Alfred, to extremely crude illiterate imitations. The two Danelaw coins antilyscd 
metallurgically have finenesses of c. 95 per cent 'silver' (sec appendix 2). which are as goot! 
as those of Alfred's official issues, d'he weight distributions of many of the Danelaw coins 
are. however, both lighter and wider than those of Alfred's, but it is dear that the lighter 
standard was intentional, following the old Anglian weight system, and was not merely the 
product of lax or fraudulent administration on the part of the Vikings. Indeed the use of 
such a standard implies some participation of the indigenous Anglian cotninunity in 
economic affaiis. as one might expect. Tlie Stamford hoard, so far as one c:in judge from 
the sui'viving information, e<;|iially implies a eurrency dominated by Viking issues, altbough 
whether its different range of types represents a difference in the composition of the 
currency in the cast Midlands rather than in date is open to question, Wc will be in a better 
position to judge this when more work has been done on the chronology and origin of the 
various issues of this initial phase of Viking coinage. 


CATALOGUE OF COINS IN TtlE HOARD 


Ail the coins are illusiraiL'don the plates. In the [ransenptious otihe legends a pellet hdow a ktlev indieates that 
it is only partly visible and the reading is eonjeetnral. An upright stroke has been rcpresciited as an I with a pellet 
below it even where it is likely to be part of another letter. 

The eoiiis were cleaned and some IVagiiients sttick together at the British Museum, while further pieces that 
were subsequently nnitched were joined at the Fitewilliam Mnseiim, using ;i soluble glite. Foiii' coins (nos S. II. 
17, and 2(1) were rieliberatelv left iindeaned to show the state in which ihev were foiindt their recorded weichts 
will be ;i little higher ihtin it they h;id been cleaned. The die-a.xes ha^e been recorded to the nearest HE using an 
instrument mtide from a pro(r;ictoi. unless the piece is so fragmentary thill the orientation of the tlcsign is 
imcertain. 

'Hie coins are all m the 1-it/william Museum, Canibritlge save for four in the British Miiseimi (nosh, 7. lb. and 
71) and two in Siiffron Wiiklen Museum fnos 12 iind 2,s), 
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CATALOGUE 


1, OFFICIAL ANGLO-SAXON ISSUE 


Alfred of VVV.v.vf'.v iS7l-W) 


Obverse Reverse Weii^hi Condition Die-tixis Recks 

ohr.irev. 

I, Moncyer Hcrct'erili (OE). Loiulon style, pnihahly dtlicial 

\h| |K bD] I iiFR| |/| II |/i | I O.OOg (9..'i;r.) 3 frags. LS(»‘ 

(Mb ligaliircil) 

Probahiv a reguliir coin despite tite lour pellets anminl ilie obverse central cross, which is fouiul on one 
other com of Hereferth’s {BMC 33S), The deiachevi fragment appears from its distinctive surfaces to 
belong to the other two pieces 

For vither coins possibly oflicial issues, sec nos 2? and .^0-f>7. particularly 3.S-4.L 4,s (i anil .311. 

II. VIKING ISSUES 

Cinthruni ('.Cjlielsteoi'), kiiii; In the soiilliern Diinelotv pS’iSY/ 

2. Monever .Aelven {OR. .'Clfwine'l) 

\FDELtVRE ael;-,^ • ,'vh.N 1 . 1 2g ( 1 7,3gi . ) whole coin 2()(P 

From the same dies as the only other known specimen of this moneyer {BMC 91 ). 

3. Moneyei Berter (OE Beorhthere or CG Herier) 

XE| |EL| IRE I lER,i |.’ri:R ll.82g ( 12.7gr. ) 2 frags. IP 1- 

From different dies from the other four known specimens. The ir.ime could but need not be of 
Continental origin, for this would be an acceptable Anglian form of Beorhthere although the loss of the 
final e is unusual. 

4. Moncyer Berter 

|RD|HLIVKE BER'I lElR (1.7Sg ( 1 2.0gr. ) 4 frags. 9(1" 

From same dies as a coin in the .Assheton collection, c.v Cuerdale hoard. 

5. .Moneyer Elda (OE) 

|.\EU EL 1 1 KE I |/ ■ /MEEEI | (l.49g (7.hgr. ) frag. 3()(l’ 

From the .same obverse die as BMC 99 and its die-duplicate in the Asshelon collection, ex Cuerdale 
hoard. Elda is the only moneyei for Guihrum who uses the formula me fecit. .Sec also no, 10 below. 

6. Uneertain moneyer 

XEOELSTv.s; RE.x’ EiviAi/| |iLKiL Or 1 .24g ( 1 9..Sgr- ) .Shags. .34(r’ 1/1 

LGIL|/| |, 'll) VIE 
(letters reversed 
or inverted) 

This coin has the longest and most literate obverse inscription known, combined with a tiuite 
blundered reverse that has defied interpretation. (British Museum| 

(jiilhfriih, A/'/tg of York (c.S8.^-<^5) 

1. Moneyer Theie (OE IhieC-) 

,\GV DE F| |RE DEIE/-; • :-)Mo| | (I..S3g ( 1 2.iSgr. ) frag, .M()° 

(rays from O) 

For a iliscussion of the attribuljoii and significance ol this coin, the lirst recorded ot Gulhfrith. see text 
above. Same moneyer as no. 16 below. (British .Museum [ 

In the mime of 'Alfred' hy Danchnv moneyers 

8. Moncyer Baldo. Bald or VVigbald'.’ (CG Baldo. OE Beald. or OE or CG Wiyhtdd) 

-EElt-REDRK It \l !)/• ■:•./() VIE 1 ,08g ( 16,7gr.) uncleaitcd. 120° 

slight chip 
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Obverse Reverse 


\Veii;lu (fniiliiioii l)ie-ii.\is Reeks 

ohv.'rev. 


Phis reverse inscription was not represented in the Cuerdale hoard, but a coin with the same readings 
(thus possibly from the same dies) was in the F. J. Shand sale (Glendining 8 March 1949. lot .>19. not 
illustrated). Their poor liter.icy and the weight of the Ashdon specimen show this to be a Danelaw issue. 
This may be the same moneycr as Bado of the St Edmund Memorial coinage, whose name is there 
rendered as b.\d()\.\iif-.. hadomien. etc. 1 lowever, this coin is very similar in style to one of the moneycr 
Wigbald (BMC .487). suggesting the possibility that the inscription is in fact a blundering of vigu\ld. 
Wigbahl was also a St Edmund moneyer. 

Moneyer Balere (OE Becitilhere?) 

.\i-.L I K t.D Ki. It \i f-UE/:- • -i.'MON' 1 .(Hg ( I6.2gr. ) whole, bent Ibtf 1/1 

\ and 1 inverted. (once and bent 

() with rays. back) 

N retrograde) 

Moneyer previously unknown. This is ;m acceptable .Anglian form of the West Sa.\on name Bealilliere. 
The light weight, anomalous style and inverted letters show this is ;i Danelaw issue. 

Moneyer Elda (f)F. F.lclti) 

XEL rit I'o RE -lUt-D \/ ■ /ME l l.C I ..'l)g (2(1. Igi.) chipped, bent .420° 1/- 

(once) 

Ldda was a Danelaw moneyer who struck coins in the name of both Guthrum and .Alfred (cf. no. .s 
above). 

Moneyer Simun (OE or GC Sineiiiiiiul or OF from Hebrew Sintiiii) 

\i;t. t t< t.t) RE StNVIl/ ; • :-.9tH EEC- 1 .2.sg ( I9..4gr. ) .4 frags.. 2.s()“ -.'I 

(suspension mtirk over complete. 

\it) uncleaneil 

The moneyer '.Simun' was apparently w'orking in the southern Danelaw-. .All his coins have the formula 
me jeefii). which is otherwise found only on coins of the moneyer Elda and in the St Edmund Memorial 
issue. Their w eights are alignetl with the Danelaw standanl ot e. 1 .4.sg (22..Sgr. ) rather than the W'est Sa.von 
and Mercian c. 1.6g (2.s gr.). Moreover the presenee of five or si.\ specimens in the Ashdon hoard 
compared w-ith only three in the much largei Cuerdale hoard,"'* suggests that the mint was netirby. 
especiiilly since the only single-lind is one from Cambridge.'' 

The name •SimuiT was regarded by Smart as the biblical Simoii.'^ but it is perhaps more likely to be 
eijiiated w itli the St EdmuiKl moneyer SKit-.\it'Nt>. SIMl'MF. etc. On each of his dies in the name of "A It red" 
there is what appears to be a mark of abbreviation over the last part of the name which could represent the 
loss of the D from SiaeimiiKl or V'S from Latin Simimiis. On four specimens in this hoard the mark above 
the \’N has a curious tailpole-like form with its 'head" to the right, which prompted the suggestion from 
one colleague that it could perhaps be a mimiscule' D. but on MFC 1:1.467 the 'head' points to the left 
w hile on /iM( .4711 the mark is a bar w ith two tapering ends so that the inleipietation, although possible, is 
unlikely . 

The style of the eight substantially complete specimens is reasonably consistent, with strong clear 
lettering and a I airly thick Inner circle. .A notable leatuie of several obverse ilies is the use of wedge-shaped 
uprights for the letters F. L. and R (e.g. on nos 1 1. 12. and 14). and the way in which the letters slope 
backwards. I'his style has also been observed on othei Danelaw coins including some iniitalions ol the 
official moneyer 'Luilig" (e g. nos 2.4 and 24). aiul llie.se are probably the work of the same die-cutter 

Moneyer Simun 

1 1 i R i-.n Ri .\ siiivti'- • :-'iiiG'E( • I.17g (IS.Igr.) whole |()° -I 

(contraction mark over 
Ml) 

[Saffron Walden .Museiimj 


Two are cited in 1 lardy's listing of llie hoard and one is 
ng the Armilage fragments in Ihe Urilish Musenin 
MFC 1;I.4()7. 


"V Siiiall. S( HI ( 'iiiiiiiliiiive hutes of V/ilui>ic\ 1-20 
( London. IVMI ). I'. 67. 
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13. 


14. 


1.3. 


Ohxeise 

Reverse 

Weiahi 

Condilion Die-axis 

Pecks 

obv.hev 

Moneyer Simun 
XEl. FR ED RE 

siiivii/-: • :-/iii; FEG' 
(contraction mark over 

VII) 

l.lSg ( I8.2gr.) 

chipixiil. ?beni 200° 

(once and 
re bent) 

M- 

Moneyer Simun 
EL FR| |RFX 

SIN| )/•: - 1 : |/IIF EEC- 
(N retrograde) 

0.87g ( I3.4gr.) 

2 frags. 16(1° 

- 

Monever Simun 
X| IRE 

1 1 

(only contraction 
mark visible) 

O.lOg (3.1gr.) 

2 frags. .30" 

■ 


Coins of Sinniii :ire [ho onlv ones known lo can y ill is coniraclion mark. Tlieso fraymoius do noi appear 
to belong with any others in the lioard. 


For another possible coin of the inoneyer Simun see no. 36. 

16. Moncyer Tlicie (OE Daci’ }) 

XHl r-R HU RE-. IDEIB:-/ • .'-iMONF:- 1.14g ( I7.6gr.) complete. 2V0'' -.'3 

(O with rays. N 3 frags, 

retrograde, on liga- 
tured) 

The moneyei is only otherwise known from the coin of Guthfnth (no. 7 abo\c). | British Miiseuml 

17. Moneyer Varolf (CG) 

XEL ER FL RF \'aRO / • /-LFDI- 1 .23g ( Tf ..3gr). 3 frags.. 0° 

(f inverted) imcletmed 

Two coins from the Cuerdale hoard appear to be by the same moneyer; HMC Tf7 reading \ \ROl \ i i)i ( i 
inverted) weighing 1.33g.''2().3gr. and /f.'WC363 v\ROLF (retrogitide) weighing 1 .33g,'2(l..Sgr. Taking the 
three inscriptions together, the intended form of the n:ime woiikl appear to be Vuiolj. the aiklitional ui in 
two of them being presumably space lillers (cf. no. X). rhis name form, particularly the .A and O. suggests 
that it is the Continental Varolf. although it could be OE Warwtdf as interpreteil by a Continental 
die-cutter. 


18. Moneyer VVinig (CG Wtneger) 

LL| |EL) REX vvi.Nici/| ]■ ;7 mOne ().08g ( 13. Igf.) 3 frags, bent .34(P 
(Ns retrograde. (once) 

O with rays. NE 
ligatured) 

The moneyer is known from two other coins in /Mfred's name from the Cuerdale hoiird (W.'V/C 3*72-3 ). 
the latter reading vvinigerv.s. He went on to strike St Ediiumd Memorial coins reading W'iNi-ciHR 
VV'INIGER. etc. 


19. Moneyer Winig 

XEl FR ED RF. VVII.NC/ /MOKE 1 19g ( 18.4gr.) whole, bent 26(P 1/2 

(ns retrograde. (once) 

G with rays. 

NE ligatured) 

The first two letters of the reverse have an unusual form ;ind may have been inteiulcrl its Old English 

ht ihc name of 'Alfred' and eopyinf’ names oj Wesi Saxon or Mercian monevers 

20. Moneyer ■Culhberht' 

XEL FRED RE c \uu/ ■ /eri IT' : I .()5g ( 1 6.2gr. ) whole. 170° I.'- 

uncleaiied 
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Ohvcrsc Reverse 


Weiglii Coiuliiion Die-axis I’ecks 

<}bv.:irv. 


The irregular style, error in the reverse legend, small Han. and light weight show this to be an imiliilion 
of the prolific West Mercian moneyer Cuthberht; cf. S.MC248 and Carlyon-Britton 939. also imilations. 

Moneyer ‘Cuthherht' 

.\K1 I K t:i) Kh 1 IV DB/ ■ /EKIIT 1 .2Kg ( I9.4gr. ) ,S frags., small 190'“ 

chip missing 

Weakly struck in parts. The form of the lettering, particularly the Rs. and the lack of ornamental pellets 
on the reverse suggest this is an imitation. 

.Vloneyer 'Diarwald" 

I |K I'l |RE\ |)|\K/ 'ti I (l.7lg (ll.Ogr.) 2 frags. 150' 

Diarwald is a regular Canterbury moneyer. but the style of this coin is quite different from that of the 
Canterbury die-cutter. The V' \\ liich should he at the end of the top line of the reverse is missing. The pellet 
in the centre of the obverse cross is reminiscent of Winchester-cut dies, but this is coincidental lor it has an 
obverse legend tlivided into four parts and its style is otherwise anoniiilous. 


Moneyer 'Ltidig' 

I |L FK ED Kh l.\ Dto/ ■ /| joil:- 0.62g (9.6gr. ) 3 frags. I Itf^ 1/- 

The division between official coins and imitations of the prolific London moneyer l.udig is difficult to 
draw since some of the imitations strive to copy both the letter lorms and the text of the origintils, Ollicial 
London dies typically have light thin strokes with minimal wedges and serifs, as found on coins of 
consistently good literacy and weight of the moncyers Tilcwine. 1 lereferth. Ludig, Beagstan. aiul others. 
A number of imitations of the first ihree of Ihese moneyers are easy to recognize, but there are 
borderline ca.ses of good weight and literacy where the style is equivocal. The two forms of M that 
commonly occui - one with a crescent top and the other with a ceniral \ertical stroke - can be louiul on 
both official coins and imitations. With the letter O. official coins generally have the simple round form 
w'hile on imitations it is rrlten surrounded by four rays, hut is questionable whether some coins with this 
latter lorm (such as BMC 359 and no. 25 below ) may not be official issues, lor otherwise there is lilile in 
their style and weight to doubt them. 

Of the five 'I .udig’ coins in the Ashdon hoard, lour are fairly clearly imitations. The reverse inscription 
of no. 27 is blundered and its die-duplicate is light in weight ( 1 .32g-'2l).4gr. ), Nos 23 and 24 are not in the 
London style, having lettering and a central cross that are too heavy and with w'cdges too pronounced. 
Thetr weights, imiking due allowance for the missing parts, are also much too light for oflicial coins at 
c. I .dg ( I5gr.) ;ind e. 1 .25g ( 19gr. |. In fact the dies of ihese two coins appear to be the work of the same 
dic-cuiiet as those of the moneyer .Sinuin, with wedge shaped uprights to the F and R and certain leilcrs 
on the obverse letining backwards (cf, nos 11. 12. and I4|. No, 26. of w hich little more than hall survives, 
is probably also imitative, for although the lettering is close to the London originals, the trefoil of pellets 
at the top anil siiles is otherwise iiiirecordeil on official London dies and the weighl (f. I .dg' 15gr.. il 
whole) is much too light for an official coin, even allowing for the corrosion. 

•As already indicated, the status of the fifth coin (no. 25) is less certain, since in composition and form il 
lies between no, 24 and the best ollicial coins. Its letters and central cross are thinner with less 
pronounced wedges, but they arc slightly larger than is usual iind the weight (l..36g) is ralhcr light. Il 
remains to be seen whether this and the related 7fA/f'359 arc imitations or regular London coins. 


Moneyer 'Ludig' 

ELI REDKE.N 1 VDKi/ ■ .'MON 1 - 1 Sg t 1 S,2gr, ) cllippcd 40 

(stroke after \) (o with ravs. 

N retrograde) 

Moneyer Ludig" 

Ft l-R I D KE.\ iLV DK;,' • MON I ..''6g (2 1 .Ogr. J whole 3.s(r 

(o with rays) 

Possibly an official issue; cf. /J.V/C3.59. |Saffron Walden Museunil 
Moneyer ’Ludig' 

Xiq.l ' |Kh ' .•.,'I.vdi(..':| |M| I li.4,Sg (7.4gr.j 3 frags. 7(i 
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Revenv Weight Cc/ndtiion Die-iixis Peeks 

ohv.lrev. 

27. Moiievt'r 'Liidig' 

|EjL TK |1£I) rex] U[vde/ : Ii j/EIMIOI lj.56u (f5.6«r.) 4 frags. 221E -/3 

Same dies as BMC 349. 

2S. Moneyev 'Tilewino' 

\\L TR EI.1 RF; 'iii.E:-/ ■ -ViVNi;:- I. lt)g ( I7.9gr.) whole 220° 

(N retrograde. 

NF ligatured) 

The style, the exceptional form of obverse legend comineiiciiig .\L. and (he hiundered reverse shows diis 
to ho an imitation. The use of an initial A in Alfred relleets Anglian dialect and eoinrasts with Kentish 
FJfn'd foiiml on most Canterbury and London dies. 

In the nanK of 'Alfred' nrV/j plundered or itiuvrialii moiwyers' luiiiies 


29, 

1 |FF| 1 

lUl |/| ]/| 1 

().2(lg 

(.3.lgr,) 

frag. 

180° 

-/I 


Reverse 

inscription hitherto umccot 

ded. 





,3(1, 

j [FR ED K| 

[ R|E'.’ [/■■I [/PUD 

O.blg 

(9.4gr.) 

2 frags. 

210° 




(0 with rays) 







Reverse 

inscription hitherto unrecorded. 





31. 

FL FR EDI 

|F RDO/| [■ /lJt| 1 (>i 

(),S8g 

(I3.6gr,) 

2 frags. 

- 

1/- 


I ]R(_/ -I |/()DR 

(letters reversed or 
inverted, O with rays) 


No dose parallels have been found for the curious letter forms used here, 

32. FL FR Fo; I (R?)/-/iiOiF 0. 75g ( 11 .6gr. ) frag. 90°? 

(r reversed) 

The lower line of the reverse may represent mon blundered. 

3,7. FI ]r-R FD I [X 1 |DF(or R)[ |/ 0,67g ( 1 U,3gr, ) 2 frags, bent? )/- 

■ I ]/vv,\'i I (once) 

The second line looks like a blundered 'Tilewme' coin (cf, BMC 374-8), but the D is quite 
inappropriate. 

34. [ ]R ED RIE? ] -/(FIFI/I-I-VITIV!/- 0.64g (9,9gr,) 3 frags, 90° 1/1 

(T inverted) 

From the same reverse die as BMC 323 ( 1 .30g/'20.0gr. ). on which the inscription is weakly struck. The 
(irst letter of the reverse appears to be an F or V. neither of which makes sense of the legend. 

35. x) ]R I 1/1 |/[ IRiiEi 0.22g (3.4gr.) frag. 20(1° 

There are no coins in BMC with a reverse ending like this. The small letters and narrow margin, the 
obverse inscription ending with R and the blundered reverse suggest that this is a Danelaw issue. The 
reverse may be a blundering of a name ending in -herht, such as Cuthberht. Hunberht. or Wynberlit. 

ID, UNCERTAIN ANGLO- SAXON OR VIKING ISSUES 

36. Moneyer A..de.,? 

I IFF FK F| I .\| I/-:] |/DFI| | 0.47g (7.3gr.) 3 frags 3l)° 1/- 

No moneyer with DE in this position on the lower line was previotisly known, hut no, 37 has a similar 
reading. The obverse has wedge shaped uprights and backward sloping letters as tin some coins of Sim tin. 
hut unlike those this piece (but not no. 37) has a beaded innei' circle. 


180° 


37, Moneyer as last? 

I )FD| I I i/-:| l/DEIl 


0.,35g (5.4 gr.) 


2 frags 
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Obverse Rewrse Weii^hi (‘oiiiliiioii l)ie-ii\is I’eeks 

ohv.irev. 


Moiieycr Beagstan? 

XP.1 1 1 I |/| |/| |1N or 0. 13g (2,()gr.) frag. 

Nil H |/| I 

Possibly ail official coin of ihc London mnneyer Beagslan. If so ilie beginning ol ihc obverse 
inscription suggests that it belongs not to the late phase of London die-cuttmg. as the majority of his coins 
ilo, but etiilier as IfMC 202. 

Moneyer BeornmiiT or Byrnhelm? 

I |L)K| I -Bf |/| |.'j I 0. 12g ( l.Ogr.t frag. 

The close spacing of DR on the obver.se suggests that this is a Winchester style die with the legend 
divided into three rather tlittn four parts, in which case it would be a coin ol Beornin;er or Byrnhelm. 
although neither is known with a pellet before his name The arrangement of the letters DR would be 
consistent with both early tintl late styles ol W'lnchester die-cuiting. 

Moneyer Beornma'r? 

\t| I I |R1|.| 1/| I 0.41g (b..3gr.) 2 frags. 0° 

The two visible letters on the obverse are probably the u. or \t;i. in Alfred. ( It is unlikely to be a coin of 
Guthruin on which t occurs either as XFO Ft. I \ RF or XF.l) Ft s\.N R1-.) If as seems likely this is of Winchester 
style in which the \t,F form is common, it should be ;i com ol Beornma'r or Byrnhelm. and probably the 
former since his coins commonly htivc Ri i rather than rn at the end of the lirst line as here. This fragment 
is not. however, ptiri of the same coin as no. .W for the positioning of the obverse legend is ililferent. 
Otherwise \ is found only on coins of Eegwulf. who has his own style ol die-cutting, or the occtisional 
Dtmelaw imiltititin (cf. no. 2S ttbove). 

Moneyer Boga. Dealla. or Goda? 

Ul. t j I I |/| |/y MON (l.44g (6,8gr.) 2 ^rtigs. Ifil)" 

(deposit partly obscures 
M and N in photo) 

Possibly official of the London style and by the moneyer Dealhi or Cjoda. hut it could be a coin of the 
moneyer Boga who uses a different style which is similar to London work. Alternatively, it may be an 
imitation tifter these. 

Moneyer Dejilhi. Godti. or LudigV 

I IFRl' I I |/| |/| H)or' I).l2g (l.hgr.) frag. 

(’I I'l II I 

Phis h;is the tippeartince of regular London-cut dies, and if so It would be by a moneyer with a short 
name such <is Dealla. Godti. or Ltidig. followed by mo nioiieiu. The only known moncyci with a mime 
beginning with O is Oswulf, but this is probably not a coin of his since the four recorilcil specimens tire 
not of London style tmd their inner circle is headed while here it is solid. We cannot rule out the 
possibility thtit it is tin imitation. 

Moneyer Eth. . .? 

+ 1 |b RPI |/1 |/| I 0.15g (2..3gr.) frag. 

The second letter of the reverse appears to have a bar through the upright suggesting It is a D. If so the 
coin will be ol one of the four moneyers. Elhclred. Eihelsian. E.thclwine, oi Ethelwull. who all use 
Canterbury style dies, but whether this is oflicial or imilativc it is iliflicull to tell Irom such a smtill piece, 

It is not a coin ol the variety with DORi) tit the end of the obverse inscription, which was inirotluced til 
Canterbury tow'ards the end of Alfred s reign. 

Moneyer lie. . .sitin'.’ (01-. Heabstan or Heresuiii] 

I |Fn R-F lii;| |/ -| |,'zi \| I il.4bg (7. Igr 1 frag, 27(1" 1.'- 

Moneycr otherwise unknown in this issue. A Ileahsiaii struck Cross tmd Lo/enge coins lot Allrei.1 ol 
Winchester style, fins frtigment does not appear to be of the Winchesicr style, but it intiy be a Danelaw 
imitation of a com of that moneyer. as the unusual style tmd obverse legeiul suggests 


Moneyer Tilewme.’ 

I ID RF 1 1 fl |,'| I (I. Uig (2,5gr. I frag. 

Probably a coin vif the London moneyer Tilewine. bin whether it is oflicial or one ol the many 
imitations is dilTiciilt to tell from such a small Iragmcnt. 
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Olnerse RcK’cnc Weigh! Condii/oii Die-a.xi.s Peeks 

ohvJrew 

46. Moneyer Tilewine??? 

[ 1L[ I l| ]/| j/| lor 0. l?g (2.()gr.) t'rag, 

I l4 !/| ii 

The only element of the lever^e legend visible may be the upright stroke of a T, and if so this may 
perhaps be a coin of the moneyer Tiiewine. The identilication is most iinecnaiii and the fragment too 
small to assess its style. 

47. Moneyer . . .ei. .? 

IlKEl [ I ]/| ]■] |/j |[Lii I 0.26g (4.l)gr.) 2 frags ,i20° 

No moneyer with El in this position on the lower line was previously known, but no. 48 has a similar 
reading. The style has not been recognized. 

48. Moneyer . . .ei. .? 

[ lEl I ( I/| 1/| 1C1[ ) lJ.20g (3. Igr.) .Urags 

See comment on last coin, 

49. Moneyer . . .iilf 

I )ER| I I |/| I'l I/VLF (J.47g (7.3gr.) 2 frags 90“ 

The following regular Anglo-Saxon moneyers have names ending in -iilf: /Ethelwiilf, Cmhwulf, 
Ealdwulf, Eegwulf, Heawulf, Herewulf, and Oswiilf. The style of this fragment is not particularly e'lose to 
that of any of these moneyers. although eoins of Eegwulf are very variable in style. 

50. \i[ 1 I j,'! ]/| |NE| ] O.lOg (1.5gr.) frag. 

(ne ligatured) 

The two letters on the obverse probably represent AL for and the coin may have been struck from 

Winchester style dies as in the case of no. 40, or it may be a Danelaw issue as no. 28. The reverse retiding 
is somewhat uncertain. 

51. I |Fii| I \I1 |/-1 |/| lor 0. 17g (2.figr.) frag. - 1/- 

I ]/( I'd iiv 

There are no regular coins commencing with A or ending with V on the reverse except for some of the 
moneyer Eegwulf. Thi.s small fragment does not appear to be in his style, and it is likely to be a Danelaw 


issue. 

52. -F| jE 

1 El ldl| lor 

(),22g (3,4gr.) 

frtig. 



53. 1 )ED| 1 

1 lii/| |:/| 1 

1 E E |ic 

().()9g (1.4gr,) 

frag. 




The last letter of the reverse appears to be a small C with a pellet at each end of the curve; it does not 
seem to be part of an S, This cannot be the C of nic fcc{i)) on the coins of Simun since those have a square 
form, nor that on E Ida’s coins which has a round C but terminating in wedges rather than pellet.s, 

54. I [liE I |/| l/ui I 0. Hg{1.7gr,) frag. 

(upright for c. E, F etc.) 

A further tiny piece, subsequently detached and decayed, showed a top horizontal har projecting from 
the upright of the letter on the reverse, show'ing it to be an E. F, square C or G. or inverted L. 

55. I |R[| I I |/lH|/[ 1 0,27g (4,2gr,) frag, - -/I 

or 

I l/lhlkl |VV| ] 

Distinctive Vs or As with a pellet at the apex of each. Probably a Danelaw issue. 

56. I ill I I |N/[ h/| I 0.1 Ig (1.7gr.) frag. 

(for E. L, or R?) or 

[ El )/N| 1 

The wedge-shaped upright for a letter F. L, or R on the obverse suggests this belongs to the group of 
Danelaw coins referred to under no. 11 above. With tin N in this position this may indeed he ;i further 
specimen of the moneyer Simun. 
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l)h\'cr\c 

Rc\ CISC 


( (indiiUiii Dic-ii.\is 

reeks 
oln . ree. 

57. 

1 IPil 1 

1 l'''l P'l lor 

1 I'l |0| 1 

b.lkSg (l.2gr.| 

frag. 

- 

5S. 

1 |P| 1 

1 Kl |/| IP 

().l2g (l.9gr.) 

frag., bent 

- 

.59. 

1 |l<l- 

blank, pan o| outer 
border 

().l-3g (2.()gr.) 

frag. 

- 

(It). 

1 |i (<)i t-m 1 

trace of letter and 
Ollier border 

(I-Il7g (l.lgr.) 

frag. 

- 

61. 

part of 

central cross and 
inner circle 

1 |MM |/1|-1|/| 1 

0.(l9g (1.4gr.) 

frag. 

2/1 

62. 

ptirt of 
central cross 

1 IIH l/IMI'l 1 

II. lOg ( 1 ..'igr. j 

frag. 

-'1 

63. 

central cross 

1 Ii| l/llll'l 1 or 

1 I'l PI I'l III 1 

ll.OVg (1.4gr.) 

bag, 

- 

()4. 

hlank 

1 l!'l P'l 1 or 

1 l/l l•li 1 

1). Hlg ( 1 .5gr.) 

frag. 

- 

65- 

part of 
inner circle. 

faini letters 

(l.llSg {l .2gr.) 

frag. 

- 

(i6. 

part of 
outer border 

1 IN 1 

().(l6g (ll.bgr.) 

frag. 

- 

67. 

part of inner 
cirele 

1 11 (or 1)1 1 

Il.l)4g (ll.ligr. ) 

bag- 

- 

IV. 

CAROLINGIAN 

ISSUES 




Cliitrh-s iIh- liiihl (S40-77) 

(iiiitiu Dei A’c.i type (N64-77. anil laici ) 




(>S. 

Mint ('iinisnsoiiicii (('ourcessin'.’) 

+ (llt\ l l\ 11-1 KIrA H-IK \ in ISVSdIIII II 
K.iroliiN miinuiiiiini (IK liaatured. 

lo/.ens>e o) 

Rel. f'roiE^ 411; CiarieP' pi. Z.S-H; 

1 .2«Sg ( IM.Sgi . ) .3 frags. I5l)'' 

part iiiissiiig. 
bent (once and 
rebent) 

Morrison and Oriinihal''’ K95; SU.C l:.S(ili-4. 

rile type wa-v 


iiiiinohilizocl iind '><> tins coin iii;i\ have hccii striisk iilUT C'hiirlcs's c,li;aih. I nr ilic sutijicsli'il tnini 
aUrihutiDii scl- MilC I. . 


M. Proii, nmnnuivs corolinf’ifiincs (Paris. I.S'tti), 

" r. Garn;l. l.vs miDiiuiics rriyult'' Vf»(\ In raci' (tirol- 
iii^U-niw. 1 vols (.Slrashoiirg, LSK.^ — 1|. 


K I- Miiirisim and II. f jriiiUhal. f un.lmfiiait ( onniyx 
(NiimiMTiiilic NolC' and Mnmigraphs im. I.'X. Niw York. 
I%7|- 
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Olir(.‘rs<.‘ Rcvcrsi' 


Wei^fii 


Condition Dic-axh Recks 

obv.iirvi 


69, Mini Citriisiisonicn (C(,njrcc^!>iii'’) 

+GR\n \ i| ]Ri.-| |+nr\'i<Ti| |\S|]iFN 0.99^ ( 1 7, 7gr, ) 6 tViigs. 320° 21- 

Kuroliis ]no(uiyfiini (llr ligiUlll'cd) 

Ref. ;i;> coin. 

70. Mint Rouen 

+ GR.U'i.v D-i RRl i+ROTVii \<'vs GiVM I , I6g ( 15.4gv.) 4 frags, pan 40° -/I 

inoin.'s;iMiu missing, heiit 

(once) 

Ref. Prou .^78 vat.: Gariel pi, 33.20.'i var.; Morrison a ml Grunt ha I 878; MLC 1:894 var. 


o<ii> iCt«k'.s) (is;S(S’-06') 
Odo Rex type 


71. Mint Paris 

.rCR \'ii.\ D-I Rrx +i’\Risii c'i\'n 0.9 Ig ( I4,0gr, ) whole coin -i00° -.0 

with ODO Rl \ 
around a cross 

Ref. Prou Gartel pi. 47.. 79; Morrison and Gi unilia! 1 284: MRC -. The sin;ii! Ilan and light weight of 
this and the only other puhlished specimen (Berlin, er Gariel: l.Oog) is noiahle. A loc;il reduction in 
standard mav have hecti the result of e.vigcncics such as the need to raise the trilnitc of 889, hut it is 
inilikely to have been intended to trick the Vikings, since it can he assumed that tributes would normally 
have been paid hy weight. |British Museum] 


APPENDIX I 

Analysis of Soil Samples from the Hoard Site 
Dr B, W. Bache 

Two samples of soil from the area in which the coins were discovered were analysed in the University of 
Cambridge's Department of Applied Biology. One sample was apparently taken froni dose to the base of the 
hornbeam tree and the other was taken from a spot some 3 metres away from the tree. 

The results, w'hich are displayed in the table below, are not remarkable in any way. Although the pH of the 
sample from under the tree is a little less (i.e. the soil is more acid) than that from further away, neither are i erv 
acid. Also the salt concentrations in the 'sacuratjon extract' are not in any wmy noteworthy. 

As the coins were found by the roots of a hornbeam tree, they would have expei ieneed the pereo/ation of a 
fair amount of soluble organic acids ('fulvic acid' = brown coloured polycarboxylic acids, and piobably also low 
molecular-weight acids such a,s oxalic acid) over the course of centuries. Even thougii the pH of these solutions 
may not be particularly low, the compiexing action of the organic acids for metal cations would hasten the 
decay of the coins, 

Detenninttlioits on the sainrntion extrnc! of the soils provided 


Under tree 


3m from tree 


Electrical conductivity, uS/cm 

314 

5.34 

pH 

4.4.3 

4.94 

Chloride, mg/i 

.30 

27 

Nitrate-N , mg/1 

7 

25 

Sulphate-S, nig/l 

17 

16 


N.B. The sample from under the tree also contained more org^nie matter than the other soil sample. 
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APPENDIX 2 

Analysis of Three Coin Fragments from the Ashdon Ifoiird 
Dr Peter Northover 

Three coin fragments from the Ashdon hoard (nos I. 5 and S in the catalogue) were submitted for analysis. 
They were mounted vertically and a flat was ground and polished on the edge of each piece. Analysis was by 
electron probe microanalysis using the CAMEBAX Instrument in the Department of Materials. University of 
Oxford. An area 5()pm srpiiire was analysed at each ol three points on the polished tirea on each fragment, Ihe 
fragments being placed in the instrument with the polished areas normal to the electron beam. The operating 
conditions were an accelerating voltage of 25kV and an absorbed current of .3tln.A. Tw'elve elements were 
sought, as indicated in the attached table, where the individual results for the three iinttlysed aretis on each 
sample are presented. The detection limits for most elements are l).()l-t).02?'<- . except for gold where it is 
ami zinc where it is . With the experimental configuration used here are also problems with Ihe detection 

of tin in silver; tin was not recorded in any of these analyses and is certainly under (l.O.'s'^r. 

Mean analyses are not presented for any of the coins because of the variable i|uality of the analyses. Belore 
analysis the coin fragments were seen to be corroded and embrittled; to protect them during mounting tind 
polishing each one was wrapped in lead foil and this proved sufficient to prevent further damage. Examination 
of the polished area on each fragment both optically and using the back-scattered electron image in the 
microprobe showed thtit corrosion had penetrated each to a variable extent. Were the silver alloy much more 
base it would be ea.sy to correct for this effect becau.se it would be clear that almost all the missing mass was 
copper and using a combination of the analysis and the microstructure the original copper content could be 
estimated. Where the silver is of a high alloy standard there is a greater tendency for Ihe silver itsell to be 
corroderl, and even electrochemically redeposited hack on the surface. Without metallogrtiphic evidence it is 
impossible to estimate whether any missing mass is copper or silver. With this problem in minti we c;m examine 
the individual anaivses. 

,’Vo. I: Allied! Hvrcli'iih: It proved impossible to (ind a sensible basis for reconstructing Ihe original alloy ol this 
coin, and it is suspected that some redeposited silver might be presemf the gold contents ;ire very high and 
suggest some electrochemical process has enriched the sample aiea in gold. Normalising the results to I0()9f 
gives around silver. 1-2''/ copper and 2 2. .s'/ gold. It is probable that the original composition 

approximates to that of no. 8. but perhaps with a lower copper content than that coin. 

/Vo. 5: Guihniim'Elda: One analysis square gave a result that was clearly from sound meltil; this showed 
silver. 3.97'/r copper. 1 .05''/- lead and 0.28'lr gold. There w'crc also significant zinc and bismuth impurities. The 
second square probably had lost mainly copper and was corrected on that basis to give 04. bS',// silver aiul .1.b7'>/ 
copper. Gold had been enriched to 0.669/- . a degree of enrichment which can be regarded .is typical. The third 
square was more difficult to correct anil it is clear that both silver and copper have been removed; the 
correction has almost certainly under-estimaieil the local copper content while the gold has been enriched still 
further. An estimate can be made that the original alloy contained around 04'-/ silver. 49/ or a little more 
copper. I'i/ lead ;md somewhere between 0..' and 0.5''/ gold. 

i\'o. N: Dtineldw is.siw in ininw nl 'Altred'dhildo: .-\gam one analysis squiire gave results very close to 1110'-/ 
whicb therefore did not require correction. The composition ol the alloy at this point is 02.6.1'./ silver. 5.10'./ 
copper. 0.869/ leail and 0.91''/ gold. Two othci squares required corrcelion on the basis of missing coppei and 
gave results that were very close, albeit with some enrichment in gold. We can suggest that the ongimil alloy 
was close to 92.5'.9 silver. 5''f copper. K/ lead and 0.9'./ gold, again with zinc and bismuth impurities. 

Despite the difficulties ol amilysis it is clear that all three coins are of a good silver standard of approximately 
9.5-96'// ’silver' (Ag+Ph-l-/\u). 'There appears to be a lather w ide range of gold contents and this is consistent 
with what IS known about the alloys ol the period. 


Analysis nj three coins I'roin Ihe Ashdon hoard 


No. Coin he 

Co 

Nl 

('ll 

Zn 

An 

Sb 

Sn Ag 

Bi 

I’h 

All 

1. .Alfred/i lore- - 

ferth 

0.02 

- 

l.l Is^ 

0.15 

- 

- 

95.715 

0 16 

0..37 

2.475 

_ 

_ 

_ 

2..12S 

0.09 

- 


94.815 

0.03 

0.79 

1.955 

— 


- 

1 ..505 

0.15 

- 

- 

- 95.215 

0.05 

0.63 

2.. 165 



No. Coin 

Fe 

Co 

Ni 

Cu 

Zn 

As 

Sb 

Sn 

Ag 

Bi 

Ph 

Au 

5- Guihrum.'Elda 

0.(11 


_ 

3.97 

0.10 


_ 

_ 

94.43 

0.15 

1.05 

0.28 


0.02 

- 

0.02 

3.07* 

0.12 

- 

- 

- 

94. (iS* 

0.07 

0.77 

0 .( S ( i * 


- 

(1.03 

0.01 

2.24* 

O.OS 

- 

- 

- 

9(1.28“ 

0.02 

0.40 

0.93* 

S. ■Alfred.'Baldo 

0.03 

_ 

_ 

4.97* 

0.3(1 



« 

92.fi3* 

0.02 

0.85 

1.12* 


- 

- 

- 

.S.I9 

0.39 

- 

- 

- 

92.. 34 

0.10 

0 . 8(1 

0.91 


- 

0.02 

- 

3.2 r 

0.3S 

- 

0.01 

- 

92.29* 

0.07 

0.98 

1.05* 


• indicates result corrected hy lirsi-order approximation for missing copper: enrichment m gold not corrected. 
§ indicates result uncorrected for missing copper normtilised to lOtlwt'v . 






KING JOHN’S RECOINAGE AND THE CONFERENCE OF 

MONEYERS IN 1208 


IAN STEWART 

For more than a hundred years differing views have been held about the implications of 
the writ of October 1207 summoning the moneyers and others concerned with the coinage 
to appear at Westminster in the following January, and about its relevance to the dating of 
John’s rccoinage. In working on the later coinage of John, I have been concerned to 
establish when the last of the Short Cross classes attributed to his reign, class VI, replaced 
class V, which covered the recoinage that was introduced in 1204/5. In due course I hope to 
publish a further part of my paper on the coinage of the subsequent period,' and 1 had 
intended to include in that some observations about the recoinage and its duration. 
However, although these considerations remain relevant to the dating of class VI. they 
may reasonably be regarded as constituting a separate subject; and in view of the work 
being currently undertaken by others on class V. 1 feel it might be more useful to set out 
my ideas about the recoinage now. without w'ailing for the opportunity to include them in a 
further instalment of the other paper. 

The arrangements for the recoinage of 12t)5 are known in some detail.- 'I'he reform was 
initiated by a Letter Patent issued on 9 November, 1204 and addressed to every sheriff, 
which provided that no one was to have clipped money after 13 January, 1205. and laid 
down various procedures and penalties. Under the terms of a further Letter Patent, of 26 
January, old money lacking not more than 2s. 6d. in the pound was permitted to remain 
current, weights were to be provided by the mint until Whitsun, and coin could only be 
exchanged at London and Canterbury; deficient coin was to be bored through, presumably 
pending rccoinage. These preparations were followed in the summer by the opening of a 
number of regional mints and exchanges, and the Pipe Rolls contain extensive material 
relating to the terms on which they were farmed. The Pipe Rolls each covered one 
exchequer year, from one Michaelmas to the next, although being compiled later they 
sometimes refer to receipts or events subsequent to the twelve months that they cover. 'I’he 
first Pipe Roll of John covered the yearended at the first Michaelmas of his reign, and since 
Richard 1 died in May 1 199, most of it in fact refers to the previous reign. John’s secx)nd 
Pipe Roll runs from Michaelmas 1199 to Michaelmas 1200, his third covers Michaelmas 
1200/1. and so on. Those of most direct relevance to the recoinage arc the seventh, 
Michaelmas 1204/5. the eighth. 1205/6. and the ninth 1206/7. 

Although the records are incomplete, it is clear from the Pipe Rolls that the exchanges 
attached to the mints were put out to farm during the rccoinage. Profits of £378 had been 
accounted from the exchange of all England for the period from 6 April, 1203 to 13 
January. 1205 by Reginald of Cornhill. For the next yetir. to 13 January, 1206. Reginald 
and William of Wrotham. w-ho were two of John's most trusted financial agents, took 


' Stcwarl 1.. English coinage in llic laicr years ol Jolin 
and ihe minorily of I lenry ItE. li\'J 4'J ( I 1 and >1 

■ I’ipf Roll 7 John, edited liy S Smith. tl'MI). pp 
xxvii-xxxi. For later years see I’l/u- Roll S J<ilin. I2in h. 
cdile'd by D M Stenton ( 1V42). pp, 27. .SU-1 . sb. 02. 77 .ind 
175; h John. 12<l(i.'7. edited by A M. Kirkus llb-tO), pp 55. 


.50. 5(1. .S7 105 .ind 171; H) John. l2o7,'S. edited b> D, M 
Stenton tl'M7). pp 07. 140-51) t5S and 1(10-711; 11 John. 
12IIS 0. edited b> 1). M Stenton 1 1040), pp 20. ,5t). 154 and 
140; 12 Joint. 12(10 In eililed by ( I Slade 11051). pp 'll. 
47 SVi. 150. 154 and IKi);.ind l.l John I21*i II eihled by 0, 
\I. Steiuon (1055). pp p) pifi. |54 .md 154 .\ii",i o! the 
laleT ennie-i ale lepeliliiins ol aeeoimlN oul'.i.iniling 
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charge of the excluinge of London and accounted for £710. 16s. Od.; this was nearly twice 
as much in twelve months from one exchange as had accrued from London and Canterbury 
(and possibly others) in the preceding twenty-one months, and is an indication of the scale 
of the recoin age. 

Some idea of the relative importance and expected output of the other mints can be 
gained from the rents which had to be paid to the Exchequer, through Reginald and 
William, for the farms of their respective exchanges. The greatest of these was Canterbury, 
where the exchange relating to the king's and archbishop's coinage was farmed to 
archbishop Hubert Walter for the year to 13 January. 1206 for 100 marks. However, the 
archbishop died in July, 1205 and entries in the eighth and ninth Pipe Rolls show that his 
debt remained unpaid. On his death the whole of the Canterbury exchange, royal and 
episcopal shares together, was farmed to Reginald and William for 400 marks for the 
eighteen months to 13 January, 1207; this was a much higher annual rate than the 
archbishop had been charged and perhaps implies that the volume of recoinage exceeded 
original expectations. 

Canterbury had been an active mint before the recoinage, but in the summer of 1205 
there is evidence relating to the opening of mints which for many years had not been 
active, or only occasionally so. A charter granting the use of a die for coinage was issued on 
12 June to the abbot of Bury St Edmunds, where coins had not been struck since the reign 
of Henry 11, and the Pipe Roll records that he duly paid the sum of 500 marks for a variety 
of privileges including his die and the profits of the exchange at Bury. Contracts were 
agreed for twelve months from 24 June 1205 in the case of the mints and exchanges of 
Winchester, the farm of which cost 240 marks and a dole of Auxerre wine, and of 
Northampton, where four dies and the e.xchaiige were charged at 60 marks. Slightly later 
there is an entry for the important exchange of York which was farmed for 300 marks from 
20 July. 1205 for a year. The bishop of Chichester, to whom the king had on 29 April 
granted the right to a die in the city so long as his own dies were in use there, farmed the 
profits of the royal dies and of the exchange for a year from 1 August for 30 marks. A debt 
of 60 marks'^ by Reginald of Cornhill is recorded in the seventh Pipe Roll for having the 
exchange of Oxford for a year, and although dates are not specified this relatively large 
sum, which was settled in the following year, clearly relates to the farm during the 
rccoinage of 1205 since the mint had been inactive since the rccoinagc of 1 180. Though a 
number of other mints are known to have been operating during 1205, the Pipe Roll lacks 
entries relating to the farm of their exchanges. 

When the contract for London expired on 13 January, 1206 the exchange, together with 
that of York, was farmed to Cornhill for £200 until 24 June, 1206. the quarter day on which 
the Northampton and Winchester farms (and perhaps others unrecorded) ran out. From 
that day most of the exchanges in England, and from 13 January, 1207, Canterbury, w'cre 
farmed for 1600 marks, up to 29 September, 1207, to Terricus’' of Canterbury who sub-let 
all except those of London and Canterbury to other farmers. At Carlisle the exchange was 
farmed for the same period at .30 marks, apparently to Alan FitzAlan, although the name 
was later corrected to Tomas. The Chichester exchange was farmed from Terricus by one 
William Toht who owed 10 marks for the period to 29 September, 1207.^ Other entries for 


' Smith (p. xxxi) says -til marks. Iml ihi: Icxl (p. 117) gives 
lx m.' I am eraleful lo the Keeper of Public Records for 
eonlirming that the original roll (E.772/51. Rot llld m2) 
clearly says "lx m'. not '.xlrn'. 

* Mr. Allen has pointeil oiii to me that this Terricus 
prohuhly died on 2 June I2(IS (W. Urry. Cuiiii'rbiiry iiniler 
the .•Ingerhj Kings, pp, 12 and 175). and so cannot he 
idcntilied with Terricus le Chaungeor', recorded in 1221/2. 


as 1 had suggested in Some German coins overstruck with 
sterling types', Lagom. edited by T. r-'ischer and P. Ilisch 
(Miinstcr. 19S1), pp. 2II.S-II) (at pp. 2(I‘J-I(I). 

’ The bishop's larm was not due to expire until I •■Xtigusl 
Hllfi (cf remarks on York below). 'I'oht's debt remained 
unpaid in 12(W and 12III {Pipe Polls II John p .70 and 12 
John p. 86). 
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the period of the Terricus contract relate to Winchester, where Wrotham was in charge 
although he appears never to have rendered account, and York where there is some 
confusion about the arrangements. In spite of the existing farm which was due to have run 
to 20 July. 1206, the York exchange is coupled with London in connection with Cornhill's 
payment for the period from 13 January to 24 June, 1206, from which dale it was further 
farmed to William Fairfax under Terricus up to 29 September, 1207 for £100. For the year 
from 29 September, 1207 Wrotham was supposed to account to the excheciuer through 
Cornhill for the actual profits of all the exchanges in England, but entries in the tenth, 
eleventh and twelfth Pipe Rolls show that by 1210 they remained unpaid and an account 
had not even been rcncicrcd. 

The nature of the conference of moneyers in January, 120S is it.self a matter of dispute, 
and interpretations of its relationship to the rccoinage have depended on views taken 
about the chronology of the coins. The writ convening the conference was issued by the 
king on 7 October. 1207, and addressed in similar terms to ‘omnibus monetariis ct 
examinatoribus monetae et custodibus cuneorum' of London, Winchester. Exeter. Chi- 
chester. Canterbury, Rochester, Ipswich, Norwich. Lynn, Lincoln. York, Carlisle, 
Northampton, Oxford, Bury St Edmunds and Durham, it charged them, at risk of their 
persons and their possessions, to seal up all their dies and appear with them at Westminster 
on lOth January, 1208. bringing with them all mint workers and others ‘qui sciunt dare 
consilium ad faciendum monetam'.'’ 

It is to be noted that the participants at the conference w'ere to be not those whose names 
appear in the Rolls as farmers of the exchanges, but those w'ho served as moneyers (and 
were named on the coins). Occasionally, how'ever, the offices of moneyer and exchanger or 
farmer appear to have been vested in the same individuals. For example, in 1206/7 the 
Ipsw'ich e.xchange was farmed to Alexander and John Prikehurt. w'hile the names of the 
moneyers found on coins of the Ipswich mint are Alisandre and lohan. At Carlisle the 
moneyer between 1 180 and 1205 was Alain and in the 1205 coinage Tomas, the iw'o names 
that occur in the rolls in connection with the farm of the exchange. The Christian name of 
each of the farmers of the Chichester mint. Simon FitzRobert (the bishop) and William 
Tohl, is found (.m c<')ins of Chichester in class V, although whether a bishop when in oflice 
at this period would have acted as moneyer in his own mint is open to question. 

Longstaffe interpreted the writ of October 12U7 convening the conference of moneyers 
as indicating that the rccoinage began in that year, but Evans soon afterwards demon- 
strated that this should be dated to 1205. Although Grueber revived the view that the 
conference indicated a new coinage. Brooke restated the evidence for John’s rccoinage 
having been initiated in 1205 tind suggested that the conference w'as by w-ay of an 
inquisition relating to forgery. Lawrence went seriously astray over the dating ol his class 
V, and allocated much too long a period to it. More recently, recognising the need to 
compress classes V and VI into the time allotted by Lawrence to class V alone. Brand 
suggested that the ‘subtle new characteristics of Vc could have resulted' from the 
conference of moneyers of January. 1208. that the imposition of the interdict in March. 
1208 'may have a bearing on why the provincial mints ceased operations', and that 'the 
introduction of class VI was probably round about the year 1210.’^ 

Since we are without explicit evidence for the dates w'hcn the rccoinage mints were 
closed, it may be instructive to consider the pattern and duration of earlier and later 


" I'hi.’ ic.'il of ihc Piilcnl Roll is priiilcil in \( 4lli scr III u ikv I<\J 1 1 ( I'MsI. I .mil 7S Uriiiul HXJ J.’ ( IVfiJ), OS In 
(PUII). .Ms I't/H' linll 7 Jtiliii. |> \XM. Siiiilti lollinis Sir ( Inirk'v Oiiiim. 

" Longslaltc. A'C' 2niJ SCI. J ( ISO.M. 177. Lvnn'., .Vf 2ml /'In' ( (lunitu- n/ l.it:Juiiil. p l.fs. in .oMinniiij tli.il llio 
scr .s ( LSO.s). Grucln.'r. .VC 4lh ( l‘ilO). '•'•i; l•''l' conkTi.'iae ol l;mii.ir\ I2I)S ntc.inl itiiil itn; pioMnciiil nnnli 

amt IOP-7il, Ifrookc. ,Vf ' 4th scr III (IVIII). -Ms-.S. Law. uvic iIil-ii vlitl wnrkinti 
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recoinages. In llSt). 1248 and 128U regional mints were opened for the purpose of 
withdrawing and reminting all the existing currency. In 1300 there was a partial recoinage, 
directed mainly at eliminating foreign counterfeit.s from circulation but which probably 
encompassed also deficient money of English origin; as in 1205, a substantial part of the 
monetary stock remained in circulation. 

In all five cases, the new coin was first produced at London and such few other mints as 
were operative before the recoinage. Regional mints were then opened in two or more 
stages, the greater ones before the lesser. In 1180 new mints began to be opened in the 
summer and the withdraw'al of the early coinage of Henry 11 and its conversion into the 
Short Cross type was substantially complete by Easter. 1 182.^ The Long Cross recoinage 
began at the existing mints of London, Canterbury and Bury in November 1247, the more 
important regional mints were authorized in Fehruary 1248 and the others in the following 
October. One of the latter, Shrewsbury, was in operation fora year from February. 1249. 
All the recoinage mints were closed before the end of 1250.'^ London began the Edwarditm 
recoinage in the second half of 1279, followed by the larger regional mints early in 1280 and 
by others in the course of the same year. The last of them, Chester, did not open until 
December 1280. yet all were apparently closed by Michaelniiis 1281. For the partial 
recoinage of 1300. six mints were opened, five of them for periods of six to eight months 
each and one, Newcastle, from June 1300 until September 1302.'" In none of these cases, 
where we know the duration of the rccoinage. were any of the provincial mints open for as 
long as two and a half years. On average, therefore, larger mints seem to have hati periods 
of activity lasting for eighteen months or so during a recoinage, the smaller for a year or 
less. 

From the documentary evidence it is apparent that the London mint, at least, was 
involved with the new coinage from early in 1205, and that the exchanges to which the 
regional mints were attached were being farmed at high rents from June oinvards. None of 
these separate farms runs beyond September. 1207, after which the exchange of all 
England was farmed by Wrotham, as it had been by Cornhill before the recoinage began. 
From this it may be supposed that all the regional exchanges were closed by September, 
1207. A duration of a little over two years, for only a partial rccoinage. is. by comparison 
with other occasions, quite as long as might have been expected. 

As in the case of the other recoinages from 1180 to 1300, the larger mints w'cre already 
active at the time the new coinage of 1204/5 was initiated, or had hiiely been so. Seven 
mints. London, Canterbury, Winchester. York. Durham. Lincoln and Norwich are known 
for all three sub-classes of the recoinage, Va, b and c, and two other mints. Chichester ami 
Exeter, were open early enough to strike Va as well as Vb. In V'b seven further mints 
appeared. Bury, Ipswich. Northampton. Carlisle, Lynn, Oxford and Rochester; only the 
hrsl three of these continued into Vc. This is the normal pattern of operation of regional 
mints in a rccoinage, with a lapse of time between the appearance of the earliest and latest, 
w'ith different dates of closure, but w'ith a concentration of activity for perhaps a year at 
virtually all the mints at the peak of the operation. This year would have been from the 
summer of 1205, w'ith the closure of the Vb-only mints probably taking place by the end of 
1206, if not earlier, followed during 1207 by the closure of those w'hich continued briefly 
into Vc. By October, 1207 the regional mints would have been closed and the moneyers 


' l). F. AIIl ‘11 In HMC Httirv /I. pp. Ixxxviii-xtiv ; J D 
Brand and F. Elimirc Joiius. The emergency mini of Wilion 
in llXir. fiS'J .S5 ( l%6). 116-9. see also I, II Roiind'.s 
inlroductions to Pi/ie Halls 26, 27 and 28 Henrv II. 1968-10. 
pp. xxviii. xxi-ii. and xxiii respectively 


" H.\'.l 9(1912). I.S7: various relerences arc given hv .1 . O 
Brand, "I'lie Shrewslniry Mini. l249-.Sir, .Minis. Dies unit 
Ciirrencv. odiled bv R A. G. Carson (London. 1971). pp 
129-.S0.' 

liNJ 7 ( 1910). 124-.S and 9 ( 1912). 18.V 
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would therefore have been able to seal up their dies to be taken to Westminster in January. 
120(S without interrupting the recoinage. 

The likelihood that the provincial mints had been closed, and the recoinage thus 
effectively completed, by the time that Wrotham resumed the farm of the exchange of all 
England (the pre-rccoinage formula) from Michaelmas 1207, appears to receive con- 
firmation from the Lincoln mint. At some point in the twelve months from 13 January, 
1205 Wrotham apparently sent £100 from London to Lincoln" as an opening float for the 
exchange there, and this sum is recorded in the twelfth Pipe Roll (1209/10) as having been 
repaid together with the net profit, amounting to £1 10, of its operation during the .seventh 
and eighth years of the reign.'- More precise dates are not available for the activity of this 
mint. But since John’s regnal years ran from one Ascension Day to the next, the period 
during which the Lincoln exchange was open would have fallen between May 1205 and 
May 1207. On this basis Vc would probably have followed Vb early in 1207 or even 
perhaps towards the end of 1206. 

In his paper on the dies of class V, Mr. Allen has provided detailed information about 
the varieties of the class that were struck at each of the mints participating in the recoinage, 
and this enables us to check the numismatic detail against the documentaiA evidence.'-^ He 
defines two divisions of the early sub-class Va, the first of which (Vai). with various 
exceptional features, was produced only at London and Canterbury, the two most active 
mints of class IV and possibly the only two which were operating immediately before the 
recoinage.'’' Coins of class Vai are very rare and it was quickly followed by the much loss 
rare Vaii. on which the cross pommee became standard and dies of which were sent to 
seven other mints. All the mints received dies of class Vb. the main recoinage issue, and 
several of them received dies of Vc. during which the recoinage came to an end. A general 
idea of the periods of activity of the several mints can be gained from considering the main 
sub-classes struck by each of them, and further sub-division of Vb enables a more detailed 
picture to be drawn. The main varieties are Vbi. with fiat-topped R. and Vbii. with 
round-topped R. which are sequential. A third variety, Vbiii, with defective eyes, falls 
within the period of Vbii. perhaps towards its later stages but not running to the end of Vb. 
so its chronological value is doubtful. The table below shows the number of obverse dies 
recorded by Allen of each mint and variety. 

Combining this information W'ith the documentary evidence we can make some attempt 
to work out a more detailed chronology of the sub-classes. We do not know when coins 
that we describe as of class Va were first struck. The assize of 26 January, 1205 provided 
that any pennies minted after Christmas 1204 and found clipped were to he bored through 
and the possessor attached as thief, which suggests that they may have been distinctive, 
perhaps by virtue of bearing the cross pommee mark of Vaii. If this was so. the ten London 
and four Canterbury obver.se dies of Class Vai might be attributable to the period between 
the announcement of the reform on 9 November and Christmas 1204.'^ The first batch of 
additional mints opened in the summer of 1205. Durham, Exeter. Lincoln, Norw'ich. 
Winchester and York all received obverse dies of Vaii. No Va dies went to the abbot of 


" There IS :in eniry. wilhoiit il;iles. relerrinu to a lloai ill 
rilHl for Ihe exehaiitte ol Lineolii ((Vine UoU). or l.onilon 
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eomnieni iti /'//><■ HoH 7 John, p xx.\i. n.d) 

I’ipf Hot/ 12 John, p 10. 

' ’ .M, K Allen 'The priivi.sioii and use ol Shorl Cross el.iss 
V dies’ below, pp. 4(> 7(i. 1 «ish lo lhank Mr /Mien lor 
niakiiif! Ihis inform. ilion av.iilable lo me before publieaiion. 
and lor many helplul eommenis on the preseni p.ipei 

“ Norlhamplon and Tork siruek IVe. ihe Iasi snb-elass 


I'eloie elass V. and mielil have been nniitini; as late as 1204. 
blit if so probably only on a sm.ill seale 

'' ll is eoneeivable dial Ihe improved workinansliip ol Vai 
replaced Ihe eoin[)aialivel\ uneoiilh IVe beloie Ihe leloiin. 
bur ii is more nalnral to see a conneelion between Ihe iwo 
developinenis. especially since V.ii nieltkles the soil o| 
experniiemal dies dial are ollen assoeialed with a new 
eoinaue lei Stewarl. SIvIe in medieval eoinaue'. \( 7ili set 
>1 I l%y), 2bd SV. ,il p 2S7) 
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No. of obverse dies recorded of class V, 



ToKlI 

Vdi 

Vdii 

Vhi 

Vhii 

Vhiii 

Vc 

London 

366 

10 

22 

46 

91 

23 

174 

Ciinterbury 

:o,s 

4 

20 

42 

69 

30 

40 

Diirliaiii 

17 


2 

7 

6 


7 

Exeter 

18 


.3 

3 

9 

3 


Lincoln 

25 


4 

3 

6 

6 

6 

Norwich 

20 


7 

3 

9 

3 

3 

Winchester 

78 


4 

16 

45 

4 

9 

York 

24 


4 

7 

12 


1 

Chichester 

20 


(hi/aii) 

6 

1 1 

3 


Bury 

6 



1 

4 


i 

Carlisle 

4 



; 

3 



Ipswich 

23 



7 

10 

1 

4 

Lynn 

).s 



3 

7 

3 


Northampton 

17 



6 

9 

I 

1 

Oxford 

9 



3 

4 

T 


Rochester 

12 



1 

11 



Total 

859 

14 

61 

150 

.306 

82 

246 


Source: M. R. .Allen (see n. Li above). 


Bury St. Edmunds, who was granted the use of a die on 12 June. 1205. nor to 
Northampton, the mint and exchange of which was farmed from 24 June, The bishop of 
Chichester was granted the right to his die on 29 April and the farm of the king’s dies and 
the exchange ran from 1 August. Each moneyer at Chichester received one reverse die of 
Vaii but no Va obverse dies went to this mint. It therefore looks as if the distribution of Va 
dies ended and that of Vbi dies began about June or July. 1205. 

The bulk of the recoinage was produced from dies of Vb. Of four minor mints, Carlisle. 
Lynn, Oxford and Rochester, this is the only sub-class known. Carlisle and Rochester are 
recorded only in Vbi and Vbii, and not in Vbiii, which could (nean that their period of 
activity ended well before the end of Vb; but that is not necessarily the case, since Bury. 
Durham and York used dies of Vbii and Vc but none of Vbiii, Allen has counted 538 
obverse dies of Vb against 75 of Va, and it seems likely that Vb dies were in issue and use 
for well over a year. In addition to the four mints known only of Vb. two mints that had 
received dies of Vaii, Exeter and Chichester, are unknown in Vc and presumably closed tit 
or before the end of Vb. Apart from London, which certainly, and Canterbury and 
Durham which probably continued in operation after the end of the recoinage, there were 
seven mints which survived into class Vc, Lincoln, Norwich, Winchester and York, which 
had been active since Vaii, and Bury, Ipswich and Northampton which had opened with 
dies of Vbi. 

Taking all the evidence together, I do not think the conference of moneyers held at 
Westminster in January 1208 could have fallen within the period of the recoinage. Indeed, 
for what was not a total recoinage it would be very surprising if the provincial mints had 
been active for thirty months or more. The timing of the conference and the instructions 
sent out suggest that it is more likely to have been an occasion for a general debriefing on 
the recoinage, at which dies could be returned and checked off, reports made on practical 
and financial aspects of the recoinage and any outstanding matters resolved. The only 
mints which would have resumed coinage (of Vc) after the conference would have been 
London, Canterbury and Durham. I do not follow Brand in believing that the papal 
interdict of March 1208 was relevant to the closure of the provincial mints, but 1 do think it 
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is possible that it led to the closure of Canterbury. 1 have argued elsewhere that there was a 
substantial interruption to minting at Canterbury between the end of the recoinagc and the 
last years of John’s reign.*'’ No Canterbury coins are known of class Via. and the 
proportion of Vc: Vb obverse dies recorded'^ at Canterbury (40; 141 ) is so much lower than 
at London (174; 160) that Canterbury may have ceased minting Vc long before London did. 
The closure of the mint at Canterbury from some point after the end of the recoinage, 
during the course of Vc, until .some time after the beginning of class Vlb could be 
explained as the consequence of the king’s action following the interdict. John eventually 
came to terms with Innocent 111 in May 1213. Reginald of Cornhill, who was keeper of the 
exchange in 1213/4, accounted for profits at London from soon after the beginning of the 
exchequer year (20 November) but for those at Canterbury only from 9 March 1214.*''' If 
the revival of minting at Canterbury w-as a (slightly delayed) consequence of the 
restoration of the archbishop’s temporalities, this would lend support to the idea that its 
suspension w'as a consequence of the interdict of 1208.'*^ 

We have no means of knowing exactly w'hen Via replaced Vc at London (and Durham), 
but the very large number of London Vc dies counted by Allen suggests it cannot have 
been before 1208. Perhaps c.!2()9/10 is the best date we can offer on present evidence for 
the end of Vc and the start of class VI. 
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THE PROVISION AND USE OF SHORT CROSS CLASS V 

DIES 


MARTIN R. ALLEN 


Inlroditclion 

When L. a. Lawrence introcluceci his classification of the Short Cross coinage he 
associated class V with King John’s partial recoinage.' John Brand has considerably 
increased our understanding of mint organisation during the partial recoinage by produc- 
ing die-studies of class V coins struck at Bury St Edmunds, Exeter. Ipswich. Lynn, 
Northampton, Norwich, Oxford and Rochester.- This article will reconsider the dies used 
at the mints studied by Brand and offer important evidence from the other mints of class V. 
New information that is essential for a full discussion of the production of class V has been 
very generously contributed by Dr Robin Eaglen, Mr Glenn Gittoes and Mrs Yvonne 
Harvey. Dr Eaglen has provided access to the research compiled for his PhD thesis on the 
Bury St Edmunds mint’ and Mr Gittoes has supplied information derived from his 
unpublished study of the Short Cross coins of Oxford. Mrs Harvey has allowed the use of 
the results of her study of the Short Cross coins of Winchester, produced in collaboration 
with Mr Gittoes, in advance of the publication of a forthcoming Winchester Studies 
volume. 1 have produced new dic-studics of the mints not examined by Dr Eaglen. Mr 
Gittoes or Mrs Llarvey. H. R. Mossop's pioneering study of the Lincoln mint included 
Short Cross class V"* but a fresh die-study of Lincoln coins has been necessary.^ 

The classification used in the die-studies is tabulated in appendix I . Appendix 2 is a table 
of the numbers of coins studied and the numbers of dies found arc recorded in appendices 
3, 4 and 5.^’ Appendix 7 provides diagrams representing dies used at all of the mints studied 
except Canterbury. London and Winchester. The Carlisle and Durham diagrams have 
been adapted from diagrams in my published study of the .Short Cross issues of those 
mints, incorporating Hve Carlisle coins and 16 Durham coins that w-ere not available for 
study at the time of the original publication.' Dies have been arranged on the diagrams in 
numbered sequences ba.sed upon their classification, the evidence of die-links and 
subjective assessments of the style of the portraits on the obverse dies. These sequences 
may not reflect the order in which dies were actually produced or used, and examples of 


Acknoiyledut'nu'nls. The inUividuals and in^tiIulions listed 
on p. 74 have made this aiiiclc possible by allowing access to 
ihcir coins or supplying photographs of them. Dr IZaglcn. Mr 
Gittoes. Mr Stcw;in Lyon. Piolcssor Jeflrcy Mass. Mr 
Michael Sharp and Dr Ian Stewart have provided invaluable 
advice which has prevented many errors and omissions. 

' L. A. Lawrence, The Short-Cross coinage. I ISO to 
1247'. «.\7 1 1 I lyi.S). Sy-KHl. at pp. 70. 7S and 82. I have 
used Lawrence's elassilication. with modilications imro- 
duced below (p. 62). .nid by J .D Brand, Some Short Cross 
questions’. flNJ ( l%4). .S7-6V, at pp. .68. 59. 64 and 65. 
and .VCTi/ 2 1 , Coiiu ii> Yorkshire colU'ciions (London, 19751. 
p. Ivi 

- J D. Brand, 'Some Short Cross questions’, pp 61-65. 

' R. J. Eaglen. ’The mint of Butv St. Edmunds to 1279’ 
(Birkbcck College. University of London, 1989). 

■“ H, R. Mossop et al. The Lincoln mini c.S9()-1279 
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' Mossop idenlilicd 51) obverse rlies and 52 reverse dies 
from 1 59 coins of class V but 2 1 7 coins in the new study were 
produced from only 25 obverse dies and .5(1 reverse dies. 

“ The most common versions of moneyers’ names hitve 
been preferred in the appendices but alternative versions 
that seem to be substantive have been includeil It is 
particularly notable that the names Andie. Gilebert, Milis. 
Peres and Renald. which appear on dies attributed to class 
Vaii in this article, were permanently modilied to Andreu. 
Oileberd. Miles. Pieros and Reitaud respectively on lalet 
dies. In the key to the plates only the version appearing on 
the illustrated coin is given. 

’ M R. Allen. The Carlisle and Durham mints in the 
Short Cross period’. liNJ 49 fl979), 42-55. al pp 49. 51 tmd 
52. The previously unpublished coins are all from die- 
combinalions published in 1979. 
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the simultaneous supply of groups of dies will be discussed. Reverse dies are indicated by 
numbers with prefixes derived from the name of the moneyer on all of the diagrams except 
the Carlisle and Durham diagrams, which employ the numbering used in the original 
publication. The numbering used in Brand's Norwich die diagram"'^ has also been retained, 
with the addition of four obverse dies and eight reverse dies and the omission of one 
obverse die.'^ The numbers of coins providing evidence for die-combinations are recorded 
against the lines connecting combined dies.'" 

It has not been possible to illustrate coins from all of the dies included in the studies. 
However, copies of photographs of coins from the Bury St tdmunds. Chichester. Exeter. 
Ipswich, Lincoln, Lynn, Northampton, Norwich. Oxford, Rochester and York dies have 
been deposited in the Department of Coins and Medals at the British Museum, the Library 
of the British Numismatic Society, the Heberden Coin Room of the Ashmolean Museum 
and in the Fitzwilliam Museum. The Carlisle and Durham dies have already been 
illustrated." 

The evidence provided by the exceptional numbers of dies found in the studies of 
Canterbury. London and Winchester coins has been reduced to a manageable form in 
appendices 4. 5 and 6. Appendices 4 and .5 tabulate the die survival frequencies, which arc 
the numbers of dies known from specified numbers of coins. The table of links between 
obverse dies in appendix 6 has been produced by counting each permutation of two 
obverse dies used with a common reverse die as a separate link. For example, if a reverse 
die has been found in combination with four obverse dies there are six permutations of two 
obverse dies and six links been counted. The tables of links between reverse dies, w hich 
include links betw'een reverse dies of the same moneyer. have been similarly produced. 
Thus, the first column in the table of links between Canterbury reverse dies records three 
links involving pairs of dies of the moneyer (I l)ernaud''Arnaud/-Arnold, 1 1 links between a 
die of that moneyer and a die of Coldwinc. and so on. 

Die-IInks between class IVc and class Va 

Lawrence considered that there was a fundamental discontinuity of style and workmanship 
betw'cen the ‘very bad' coins of class IV and the ‘very good’ coins of class Va.'- However, 
reverse dies of the Canterbury moncyers Coldwinc'’ and Roberd used with class Va 
obverse dies were also used with obverse dies of class IVc (pi. 3, 1-4). The portraits on the 
obverse dies involved in these die-combinations show the change from the class IV beard 
composed of pellets" to the beard of ‘line strokes’ specified by Lawrence as a characteristic 
of class V. 

J D Ui iiiid. ■Some Slioil Cross qucsuoiis'. p. ii.l. nJenlilieU Ihc nioiicycr (joldveme nyiiicd liy Canterhury 

■’ The evidenec tor the e.xi.sienee ot oinerse die seems lo coins ot earlier classes. Class I V' coins from Iwo reverse dies 

have been .1 coin in the Fit/willi.ini Museum de.seribed .is a ol CoUKvine illiisiraied by Ci C lirooke. X’C 4ih ser. HI 

class Vlvelass Va iiuile' in an iin|iiiblished lisi 1 1 14 Hraiul, (Idlll). pi 8. I and 2 have London mml-siunalures and Mr 

Slioil Cross coins in the Filitwilliam Museum Cainbridee' Gilloes has a class IVh penny Irom a third l.onJon reverse 

(Rochester. IVb.'). coin no. 216). t his coin is ;in indistinct die ot this moneyer. However, the lirsi die Illiisiraied by 

produel ot obverse die 2 Brooke is linked lo reverse dies ol the Canleibury inoneyei's 

"’ File Siidboiirne hoard is probabh the principal soiiree Rcinald.'Reintiiid. Samuel anil Simon Sinuin and the die not 

ol the exceptional numbers ol coins trom two class Vc published by Brooke is linked lo a die ol lire f anierbiiry 

obverse dies eonibined with reverse dies ol the Ipswich moneyei LUard. These die-hnks, nhich will be illiisiraied 111 

moneyer lohaii A ptircel ol 4'l coins trom Ibis hoard anollier piiblieatioii. may indicate lhal all ol the London' 

published by R. II. M. Dolley. '.X note on the chronology ol reverse dies ol Cioldwine were supplied tor use m Canter 

some published and unpuhlishetl Shon Cross' linils Irom llie bury li c;iii be assumed that the reverse die ol Coldwine was 

British Isles'. HNJ 29 ( 19.‘iS-1959). 297-.s2l. at pp. .tllV-.ri 1. supplied lo Canterbury allhou"th it tioes not have a niiiil- 
conlained 16 class Vc pennies ot lohan siun.itiire 

"Allcn.pl 7, dls-d'J. pi, N. 5d-.s5 and 68-77. pi 9. 78-95. ".I |). Brand. 'Some Short (.loss ipiestlons p 59, 

'4 Lawrence, pp. 64 and 7(1 allocates coins willi a beard ot pellets lo class IV 

” Vhe moneyer Coldwine named by this reverse die and " I awrence, p 64 
other reverse dies used with class V obverse dies can be 
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Class Vai obverse dies 


nihS FOR SHORT C ROSS CLASS V 


Lawrence noted that in class V the curls representing the portrait's hair 'generally' 
contained pellets."’ The two die-linked class Va obverse dies and 12 other class V dies 
share with dies of class 1 Vc and previous varieties a complete absence of pellets inside the 
curls. All of the die-combinations involving these class V dies are illustrated (pi. 3, 2, 
4-20, 23, 24, 27 and 28). Five of the dies, including the linked dies, have distinctive large 
annulet eyes comparable with ihc^se often found in class IVc (pi. 3, 2 and 4-11). Three of 
the dies having smaller eyes similar to those usually found in class Va (pi. 3, 20, 24, 27 and 
28) are die-linked with apparently normal class Va obverse dies (pi. 3, 21, 22, 25 and 26). 
confirming their official origin. Eleven of the dies have the reversed S of class IVc and class 
Va ( (pi. 3, 2, 4, 5, 8-17, 23, 24, 27 and 28), and the other three (pi. 3, 6, 7 and 18-20) have 
a normal S in combination with the single .stop before REX that was considered by 
Lawrence to be an early feature of class V, reviving the punctuation of class 1. All of the 
dies may be plausibly assigned to an early place in class Va - although those with a normal 
S would have been attributed to class Vb by Lawrence"' - and they can be described as 
class Vai. The diverse and unusual portraits on the class Vai dies, the apparently unique 
appearance of the sceptre to the right of the portrait on one of them ( pi. 3, 6 and 7) and the 
aberrant legends on two of the dies (pi. 3, 6, 7 and 17) seem to be examples of the 
variations sometimes found at the start of a reform of the coinage.*" It is possible that the 
production of the.se dies was followed without an overlap by the production of class Va 
obverse dies not attributable to class Vai, but this cannot be proved. 

Class Vai reverse dies 

Class Vai obverse dies have been recorded in combination with six Canterbury reverse dies 
(pi. 3, 1-5 and 18-22) and 16 London reverse dies (pi. 3, 6-17 and 23-28). Three of the 
Canterbury reverse dies (pi. 3, 18-22) and four of the London reverse dies (pi. 3, 23-28) 
have the cross pommee initial mark of Lawrence's class Va but the remaining 1.5 dies (pi. 3, 
1-17) have the cross pattee initial mark conventionally associated with class IVc and class 
Vb. "The cross pattee initial mark dies should not be attributed to class Vb. The cross pattee 
die of the Canterbury moneyer Samuel (pi. 3, 5) has the reversed S. which is not found on 
dies of class Vb and subsequent varieties, and the dies of Coldwine and Roberd (pi. 3, 1-4) 
have provided the die-links with class IVc. The cro.ss pattee reverse dies and the class Vai 
obverse dies used with them have lettering that resembles the lettering on some class IVc 
obverse dies, such as the illustrated dies. The cross pattee dies, which can be attributed to 
class Vai. were probably produced before the introduction of the cross pommee initial 
mark. 

Class Vai reverse dies do not have any characteristics that would allow them to be 
distinguished from reverse dies exclusively known from coins of class IVc. The barred 
letter A found on four class Vai reverse dies (pi. 3, 3, 4, 10, 15 and 16) was noted by 
Lawrence as a novel characteristic of some coins of class Va.*' but a reverse die of the 
Canterbury moneyer lohan and three reverse dies of the York moneyer Davi used with 
class IVc obvcr.se dies also have barred forms of this letter. It is possible that some of the 
class Vai reverse dies were made during the production of class IVc obverse dies. 


Lawrence, p ii4 

’’ Classes I. It. Ill and IV arc generally characterised by 
curls without pellets although some coins of classes III and 
IVa have a pellet in at least one of the curls 
Lawrence, p. 64. 

The forms of the normal letter S on these dies arc 


smallci than the forms iisiuilly found in Lawrence's class Vh. 

I, Stewart. ’Style in medieval cointige’. ,V(' 7th ser. d 
( IWid). 26‘;-2K';. at p 2S7 uses class V;i as an cxatnple ol the 
eatly experimental stage of a refornted coinage. 

Lawrence, p. 7.S. 



Class Vaii obverse dies 


Class Va obverse dies that have pellets in some or all of the curls of tlie portrait’s hair can 
be attributed to class Vaii. The opening of the additional mints required for the partial 
recoinage began during the supply of class Vaii obverse dies. Six of the mints that received 
class Vaii obverse dies did not use class Vai dies. At least three of these mints (Exeter, 
Lincoln and Winchester) did not produce coins of class IVb or class IVc, indicating that 
they were closed before the introduction of class Vai. 

The 61 class Vaii obverse dies recorded have been divided into thiee groups, which 
might possibly represent three periods of die production. The allocation of dies to groups 
has principally depended upon subjective assessments of the style of portraits, and all of 
the dies have been illustrated to aid the understanding of these assessments. 

Group A obverse dies (pi. 3, 25 and 26, pi. 4, 29 and 54-56, pi. 5, 57 and 77) can be 
usefully compared with three of the class Vai obverse dies used with cross pommee reverse 
dies (pi. 3, 18-20, 27 and 28). The portraits are comparatively small, with the face 
positioned well above the collar, and the curls are often relatively small. The four class Vaii 
dies (pi. 3, 25 and 26, pi. 4, 29, 54 and 55) that have the stop before REX also found on 
three class Vai dies can be assigned to group A. The most unusual of the group A dies (pi. 5, 
77), which seems to represent an attempt to reproduce the slightly turned view of the head 
often suggested by class 1 portraits, may be the earliest class V obverse die used at W'inchester. 
One group A obverse die (pi. 4, 29) was used with Canterbury reverse dies and five group A 
dies (pi. 3, 25 and 26, pi. 4, 54-56, pi. 5, 57) were combined with London reverse dies. 

The 34 class Vaii obverse dies placed in group B (pi. 3, 21 and 22, pi. 4, 3(1-38 and 47-53, 
pi. 5, 58-63, 75, 76, 78, 79 and 81-84, BNJ 49 (1979), pi. 8. 68-71) have relatively broad, 
rounded portraits that are unlike any of the class Vai portraits. Group B includes all of the 
class Va obverse dies used with Durham. Exeter. Lincoln. Norwich and York reverse dies. 
Group B dies were also combined with reverse dies of all of the Canterbury and London 
moneyers known from coins with class Va reverses, who are listed in table 2 (p. 50). and 
with reverse dies of the Winchester moneyers Adam. Henri and Milis/Miles. 

Twenty class Vaii obverse dies (pi. 4, 39—46, pi. 5, 64-74 and 80). allocated to group C, 
have relatively elongtited portraits resembling portraits on class Vbi obverse dies. A group 
C die (pi. 5, 71) used with class Vb reverse dies of the London moneyers Rcner, Ricard. 
Ricard T and Wille(l)m B is the only class Va obverse die that is knowm to have been 
combined with class Vb reverse dies of Canterbury. London or Winchester moneyers. 
Group C dies were used with reverse dies of all of the Canterbury and London moneyers 
listed in table 2 and with dies of the Winchester moneyers lohan and Ricard. A table of the 
numbers of class Vaii obverse dies found emphasises the difference between the supply of 
dies to Canterbury, London and Winchester and the supply to the other mints. 


TAUI I I 

Class Vaii nhvcrse ilws 


Mini 

Group A 

Group n 

Group C 

'lolals 

Ciinicibury 

1 

II 

S 

20 

Durham 

(1 


II 

T 

E.xclci 

II 

.t 

II 

.1 

Lincoln 

(1 

4 

II 

4 

Loiulon 

s 

6 

1 1 

22 

Norwich 

0 

s 

(1 

2 

Winchester 

1 

2 

1 

4 

York 

(1 

4 

0 

4 

Totals 

7 


20 

hi 



The die diagrams for the Durham. Exeter. Lincoln, Norwich and York mints show 
consistent patterns clearly indicating that all of the class Vaii obverse dies provided for 
these mints have been found. One group B die was supplied for each of the moneyers at 
Exeter. Lincoln and Norwich but the Durham and York moneyers seem to have been 
allocated two group B dies each. 

All of the class Vaii obverse dies supplied to Winchester may have been found although 
the four dies known were combined with a total of five reverse dies naming five different 
moneyers. The class Vaii coins of Henri are the only evidence for the activity of this 
moneyer during the production of class V and it is probable that he was replaced by one of 
the other moneyers named. 

Class Vaii reverse dies 

Reverse dies with the cross pommee initial mark of Lawrence's class Va can be attributed 
to class Vaii to distinguish them from the cross pattee initial mark rever.se dies of class Vai. 
The use of class Vaii reverse dies with five class Vai obverse dies might indicate that the 
cross pommee initial mark was introduced during the production of class Vai obverse dies, 
but it is possible that the five obverse dies were contemporary with class Vai reverse dies. 

The Durham, Lincoln, Norwich and York moneyers evidently received two class Vaii 
reverse dies each. One class Vaii reverse die seems to have been provided for each of the 
moneyers active at Chichester and Exeter. The Winchester moneyers Adam, Henri, 
lohan, Milis/Milcs and Ricard also apparently received initial supplies of one class Vaii 
reverse die each, u.sed w'ith class Vaii obverse dies. How'ever, tw'O additional class Vaii 
reverse dies with the name of lohan were used with class Vbi obverse dies. These two extra 
dies of lohan and the class Vaii reverse dies used at Chichester were probably produced 
after the reappearance of the normal letter S on obverse dies attributable to class Vbi. — A 
table of the Canterbury and London class Vaii reverse dies recorded shows that 
approximately one third of these dies have been found in combination with class Vbi 
obverse dies only. 
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Class Vaii reverse dies 


Mini and moneyer 

Canterhitry 

(H)emaucl/ 

Total no. of 

Vaii rev. dies 

Combined with 
Va ohv. dic(s) 

Combined wiih Vaii 
and Vbi ohv. dies 

Co/ithitwil with 
Vhi <jh\'. (lic(s) 

.Amaud'Arnoltl 

8 

6 

II 

•> 

Coldwine 

7 

.5 

(I 

7 

1 lue 

7 

5 

1) 

1 

lohan 

1.1 

8 

0 

5 

Roberd 

.s 

3 

II 


Samuel 

.s 

4 

1 

i) 

Simon/Simun 

7 

5 

II 

2 

London 

Fulkc/Folke 

18 

4 

s 

9 

1 lenri(k) 

21 

17 

0 

4 

Ricard 

18 

12 

1 

5 

Wille(l)m 

28 

16 

1 

1 1 

Totals 

1.17 

85 

8 

44 


" The class Vaii reverse die ol the Chichester moneyer rnoncyer Simon/Simiin have the normal letter S. twelve 

Simon and three class Vaii reverse dies ol the Canterbury class Vaii reverse dies have the reversed rorin of the letter. 
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Class Vbi obverse dies and associated reverse dies 

The division of class Vh into class Vbi, characterised by 'fiat-topped' forms of the letters K 
and R, and class Vbii, which has 'roiind-lopped' forms of those letters, was originally 
supported by the observation that coins of class Va had llat-topped forms.-' All of the class 
Vb obverse dies known to have been used with class Vaii reverse dies can be attributed to 
class Vbi. conlirming the chronological significance of the llat-topped letter R found on 
them. 

The Lincoln moneycr Ricard seems to have continued to use his class Vaii reverse dies 
after the supply of class Vbi obverse dies and class Vb reverse dies for the use of his fellow 
moncyers Andrc(u), Rauf and Tomas. Single class Vaii obverse dies were retained at 
Durham, Lincoln, Norwich and York after the receipt of clasts Vbi dies. However, the 
three Exeter moneyers seem to have collectively surrendered all of their class Vaii dies 
when class Vbi dies were provided. 

All of the mints having two or more moneyers using class Vbi obverse dies, with the 
exception of Chichester, have provided evidence of the sharing of obverse dies by 
moncyers noted by Brand.-"' At Chichester each moncyer seems to have had one obverse 
die for his exclusive use which had to be surrendered, with any associated reverse dies, 
when a new set of dies was issued. A similar system may have been frequently applied to 
the use of dies at Northampton, although one class Vbi obverse die was u.sed with reverse 
dies of both of the moncyers supplied with class Vbi reverse dies. 

It is probable that dies were often supplied in pairs when production of class Vbi dies 
started and that this system was generally superseded by the supply of two reverse dies with 
each class Vbi obverse die. The class Vbi/class Vaii coins of Winchester studied were 
produced from two obverse dies and two reverse dies. The Carlisle, Chichester and Lynn 
moneyers all seem to have received class Vbi obverse dies and their associated reverse dies 
in pairs. Three reverse dies of the Ipswich moneyer Alisandr(e)/Alisandar (al-a.'^)-'' have 
been found combined with a total of five class Vbi obverse dies but these dies might have 
been part of five or six pairs of dies if associated reverse dies were provided for the 
moneyer lohan. However, the two chuss Vbi obverse dies directly or indirectly die-linked 
with one of the class Vbii obverse dies supplied to Ipswich may have been accompanied by 
two reverse dies for Alisandr(e)/Alisandar and two dies with the name of lohan. A change 
from the supply of dies in pairs to their supply in sets of one obverse die and two reverse 
dies per moneyer might also have occurred during the provision of class Vbi dies for the 
Northampton moneyers Adam and Roberd. Each of the Exeter, Lincoln, Norwich, and 
Oxford moncyers seems to have been allocated one class Vbi obverse die with two reverse 
dies. 

Dies were not always supplied in pairs or sets of three during the provision of class Vbi 
dies. The four class Vbi reverse dies of the Bury St Edmunds moneyer Fulke/Folke have 
been found combined with only one obverse die. If it is supposed that one of the class Vbi 
obverse dies supplied to York has not yet been found it is evident that the Durham and 
York moneyers each received two class Vbi obverse dies with two reverse dies, continuing 
a system used for the supply of class Vaii dies to them. 

Class Vbi coins of Winchester name the new moneyers Andreu and Lukas in addition to 


J. D. Bniiul. Some Slutrl Cross qiicslions'. |> O.S. riic 
Idler R on cliiss V;ii dies varies considcrahlv from ihe 
nornial llai-lopped totm (ei;. pi. .1. 7) lu a leller ihal eoiild 
not he said lo be llal-lopped (ei;. on Ihe reverse ol pi. .1. •») 
J. O, Brand. Some Short Cross queslions". p M 
"I he niini-sijinauire on these three reverse dies is C hut 
on other Ipswieh rever.se dies it always eommenees with a G 


7 lits seems lo be an example ol llie suhsliuilion ol C lor G 
.ilso shown by Ihe change in the initial lelter ol Ihe name ol 
the C.inieihury moneyei Goldwme'C oUlwine ami it does not 
indieale Ihe exisleiiee ol an otherwise unknown C iinlerbury 
moneyer None o( the three reverse dies are die-linked with 
Canterbury reverse dies 
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the previously established moneyers Adam, lohan, Milis/Milcs and Ricard. The seven 
Canterbury moneyers and three of the four London moneyers named by class Vaii reverse 
dies are also known from coins of class Vbi. The London moneyer Henri(k) used four of 
his class Vaii reverse dies with class Vbi obverse dies but his name does not appear on a 
class Vb reverse die in the study. The new London moneyers Adam. Beneit., llg(i)er, 
Rener, Ricard B, Ricard T. \Ville(l)m B, VVille(l)m L and Willc(l)m T also used class Vbi 
obverse dies. 

Mr Gittocs has used die-links to show that the class Vbi reverse die of a moneyer Andreu 
having a Canterbury mint-signature (Lincoln reverse die an4) was used with a class Vbi 
obverse die supplied to Lincoln and that a similarly classified 'London' reverse die with this 
moneyer’s name was used at Winchester."'’ The cla.ss Vbi obverse dies used with the 
apparently unique 'London' reverse dies of Arnaud and lohan have not provided die-links 
with reverse dies of substantive London moneyers or dies of any other moneyers. These 
reverse dies of Arnaud and lohan have had to be treated as London dies in the tables and 
appendices but it must be suspected that the die of Arnaud was used at Canterbury and 
that the die of lohan was used at one of the mints with a substantive moneyer named 
lohan. Common Canterbury or London mint-signatures seem to have occasionally 
appeared on dies in error when other mint-signatures were required. 

■The substantive moneyers listed in appendix 2 increase from 3b in class Vaii to 57 in class 
Vbi. which is only four less than the peak attained in class Vbii. The appointment of new 
moneyers and the opening of mints for the partial recoinage seems t<i have been 
substantially completed before the end of the supply of class Vbi dies. All of the 16 mints of 
class V used at least one class Vbi obverse die. ■> 


Class Vbii obverse dies and associated reverse dies 

The class Vbii obverse dies sent to Chichester, Exeter, Lynn, Northampton and Norwich 
may all have been accompanied by two reverse dies each. The nine class Vbii obverse dies 
and 18 associated reverse dies used at Exeter can be confidently interpreted as three 
successive batches of dies comprising one obverse die and two reverse dies for each of the 
three Exeter moneyers. The three Lynn moneyers might also have received a total of three 
class Vbii obverse dies on three occasions, if it is supposed that an obverse die supplied 
with dies 4 and 5 and another obverse die supplied with dies 9 and 10 remain to be found. 
Three of the class Vbii obverse dies and six of the reverse dies used at Norwich evidently 
constitute a single supply to the three moneyers there, but they have seem to have been 
exchanged for a batch containing tw'o class Vbii obverse dies ancl four reverse dies for each 
moneyer. One of the class Vbii obverse dies used at Northampton (die 8) may not have 
been supplied with both of the reverse dies known to have been used with it. This die 
seems to have been the last obverse die used by the moneyer Roberd and the first obverse 
die used by Roberd T, Roberd’s probable successor. 

The Durham and York moneyers received their customary allocations of two obverse 
dies and two reverse dies each when class Vbii obverse dies were provided. The supply of a 
total of eight obverse dies to the Y(irk moneyers Davi, Nicole, Renaud and Tomas was 
followed by the provision of four obverse dies for the use of Davi and Nicole only. The two 
Rochester moneyers also seem to have received batches of four obverse dies, on three 
occasions. 'I'ablc 6 (p. 58) assumes that all of the dies sent to Rochester were supplied 
during the issue of class Vbii dies although one of the twelve Rochester obverse dies must 


G P Gittocs. When is n tnint-signiiiure not h mint- die <ind Winchester reverse dies of the moneyer.s Andreii. 
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be attributed to class Vbi, No class Vbi Rochester reverse die has been found and it can be 
suggested that the class Vbi obverse die was supplied from a previously produced stock 
after the introduction of class Vbii. 

The class Vbii obverse dies used by the Lincoln moneyers Andrefu) and Hue were 
probably supplied as part of an unparalleled batch of two dozen dies comprising six 
obverse dies and eighteen reverse dies. The Bury St Edmunds, Carlisle, Ipswich, Oxford 
and Rochester mints have not provided unequivocal evidence of the supply of class Vdiii 
obverse dies and accompanying reverse dies in simple ratios. The class Vbii obverse dies 
used at Ipswich were probably supplied in pairs but these pairs have not been found 
combined with consistent numbers of reverse dies of the two Ipswich moneyers. 

Some class Vbii obverse dies have been placed after dies of class Vbiii in the Chichester, 
Ipswich and Northampton die diagrams. Brand, who introduced class Vbiii as the 
designation for coins with eyes from a distinctive broken iron,-^ does not consider that this 
variety represents the last phase of class Vb.-''^ The evidence of die-links has assisted the 
placing of cla.ss Vbii dies after class Vbiii dies in the Ipswich diagram and it must be 
significant that the die-links between class Vb and class Vc obverse dies used at Canterbury 
and Winchester involve class Vbii dies. 

The Canterbury dic-hnk between obverse dies of class Vbii and class Vc has been 
provided by coins from a reverse die of the moneyer lohan B. lohan B. his fellow 
Canterbury moneyer lohan M and the Winchester moneyers Bartelme and Rauf seem to 
have started production during the supply of class Vbii obverse dies. .All of the substantive 
Canterbury, London and Winchester moneyers known from coins having class Vbi 
obverses also used class Vbii obverse dies, with the exception of the London moneyer 
Henri(k). 


Class Vbiii obverse dies and associated reverse dies 

One of the pairs of obverse dies apparently supplied to the Ipswich moneyers consisted of 
cla.ss Vbiii dies. The moneyers at Chichester, Exeter. Northampton and Norwich probably 
received one class Vbiii obverse die and two reverse dies each, under a system of supply 
used for the provision of class Vbii dies to them. The Chichester moneyer Simon had 
probably been replaced by Willelm before class Vbiii dies were supplied and the 
Northampton moneyer Roberd T does not seem to have used dies of class Vbiii or 
subsequent varieties. No class Vbiii coins of the Oxford moneyer Henri have been 
available for study. 

The three Lynn moneyers may have received two successive supplies of three class Vbiii 
obverse dies, comparable with the groups of three class Vbii obverse dies that may have 
been supplied to them, although only five class Vbiii obverse dies have been found. The 
Lincoln moneyers evidently exchanged their batch of six class Vbii obverse dies for a batch 
of six class Vbiii obverse dies but the accompanying reverse dies were probably reduced 
from nine to six per moneyer. If all of the six reverse dies of Hue known to have been used 
with class Vbiii obverse dies were supplied with them it is apparent that two of these 
reverse dies (h 1 3 and h 14) were available for use when class Vc obverse dies were received. 
The Lincoln and Norwich moneyers seem to have exchanged their class Vbiii obverse dies 
for class Vc obverse dies without an intermediate supply of class Vbii dies. The Exeter. 
Lynn and Oxford moneyers could h;ive retained class V''biii obverse dies until the end of the 
period of supply of class Vb dies. .Similarly, the Bury St Edmunds. C^arlisle, Durham, 


.vc /</ 21. t oms in Yarkshin: ctillirinins (Loiulon. J I) Some Short C rii'.N tuiuMiiins rccunNUlcrL’d 
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Rochester and York moneyers may have retained class V'bii obverse dies during the supply 
of class Vbiii dies. 

All the Canterbury, London and Winchester moneyers known from coins of class Vbii 
used class Vbiii obverse dies, with the apparent exceptions of the London moneyers 
Fulke/Folke, Ricard and Ricard T and the Winchester moneyers Milis/Miles and Ricard. 

Class Vc obverse dies and associated reverse dies 

It cannot be assumed that the Carlisle, Chichester. Exeter, Lynn, Oxford and Rochester 
moneyers, who do not seem to have produced coins of class Vc, lost the use of their dies 
before the introduction of that variety. The existence of die-links between class Vb and 
class Vc obverse dies might indicate that some class Vb obverse dies were used during the 
production of class Vc obverse dies if it is not entirely attributable to the survival of reverse 
dies originally associated with class Vb obverse dies. 

The class Vc coins of Ipswich, Lincoln and Northampton studied have not provided any 
evidence of changes in die supply systems. The Lincoln moneyers may have received a 
batch of six class Vc obverse dies and twelve reverse dies similar to the batch containing 
class Vbiii dies, although only eight of the ten Lincoln reverse dies known from coins of 
class Vc have been found used with class Vc obverse dies exclusively. 

The three Norwich moneyers received a group of three class Vc obverse dies in exchange 
for three class Vbiii obverse dies but the number of reverse dies per moneyer was reduced 
from two to one. The total number of dies in the batches supplied to Durham seems to 
have been increased from the usual four to six during the production of class Vc.-^^ The 
York moneyers might have received their customary allocations of four dies but only two 
class Vc coins of York have been available for study, struck from one pair of dies. The 
Bury St Edmunds moneyer probably received only one class Vc obverse die, which may 
not have been supplied w'ith all of the three reverse dies used with it. 

All of the Canterbury, London and Winchester moneyers known from coins of class 
Vbiii used class Vc obverse dies-^'' and the Winchester moneyer Milis/Miles is also named 
by coins of class Vc. One hundred and eight I.ondon reverse dies combined with class Vc 
obverse dies have the names of the new moneyers Abel, Rauf and Walter and another such 
reverse die has the hybrid name ‘Ralter. Abel, Rauf and Walter produced all of the class 
Via coins of London with the previously established moneyer llg(i)er.’’' The apparent 
absence of die-links between these three new' moneyers and other class V moneyers, with 
the exception of Ilg(i)er. might support the suggestion that the number of London 
moneyers was reduced to the class Va total of four when they w'cre appointed. However, 
the number of moneyers might have been reduced to four before or after the appointment 
of Abel, Rauf and Walter and these new moneyers might not have been appointed 
simultaneously. 

The Bury St Edmunds, Lincoln, Northampton, Norwich and York moneyers probably 
received only one supply of class Vc obverse dies. It is difficult to disagree with Brand's 
suggestion that the closure of provincial mints was completed soon after the introduction of 
class Vc.^“ The numbers of class Vc obverse dies in table 3 (p. 56) and appendix 3 are 
consistent with Stewart’s proposal that the Canterbury mint probably continued produc- 


.Allen, pp, 5 1 anti .S2. 

No clas.s Vc coins of the London moneyer Willcdim 
have been available for study but Dr Stewart ha.s informed 
me that the Aegean hoard contained a class Vc penny of this 
moneyer. 
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tion, with the Durham and London mints, and closed before the end of the issue of class 
Vc.-^-^ Only the Durham and London mints were active during the production of class 

The production of dies: chronology 

The prohibition of clipped money announced by a Letter Patent of 9 November 12()4-^-‘’ 
could have been associated with an official interest in the appearance of new' coins. The 
apparent imitation of the original reformed coins of class I by class Va obverse dies might 
have resulted from such official interest, either before or after the issue of the Letter 
Patent. 

The assize of 26 January 1205, which regulated the exchanging of clipped coins, assumed 
that it was possible to distinguish coins produced after Christmas 1204.’^’ If this distinction 
was feasible it might have been achieved by the introduction of the cross pommee initial 
mark,’^ implying that class Vai reverse dies were not produced after Christmas 1204. 
Alternatively, class Vai obverse and reverse dies might have been produced after 
Christmas 1204 and the cross pommee initial mark might have been introduced later to 
facilitate the implementation of the assize. 

The opening of some of the mints apparently required for the recoinage of clipped 
money can be related to available documentary evidence. The Chichester moneyers seem 
to have received their initial supply of class Vbi obverse dies and class Vaii reverse dies as a 
result of a writ of 17 May 1205.'*^ The supply of class Vaii obverse dies probably ended at 
about this date, or before it. The continued supply of class Vaii reverse dies may have been 
superseded by the supply of class Vbi reverse dies late in May 1205, or in June 1205. The 
abbot of Bury St Edmunds was granted a die on 12 June 1205 and it must be assumed 
that the class Vbi reverse dies with the name of his moneyer were produced after that date. 
The supply of class Vbi obverse and reverse dies to Northampton may have followed the 
grant of dies to Peter of Stoke, which was intended to take effect from 24 June 1205.'*'’ 

There does not seem to be any documentary evidence that could be used to determine 
the dates of introduction of class Vbii and class Vbiii. Stewart considers that class Vc must 
have been produced in Lincoln before the end of King John's eighth regnal year, which 
finished on 30 May 1207.'“ A Pipe Roll account for the profits of the Lincoln exchange 
refers to the king’s seventh and eighth years only,''- but it must be admitted that the 
account docs not explicitly indicate that the c.xchangc was inactive after that period. The 
apparent absence of Pipe Roll accounts for individual exchanges relating to periods after 
29 September 1207 noted by Stewarf'-’ may be consistent with the proposition that some of 
the associated mints producing class Vc did not operate after that date. Brand has 
suggested that class Vc might have been introduced after 10 January 1208, when the 
moneyers and others concerned with coinage were to meet at Westminster bringing their 
dies.’’"' The summons to this meeting was sent to all of the class V mints, including the mints 
that are not known to have produced coins of class Vc. but it cannot be assumed that class 
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Vc obverse dies were not supplied before the meeting. The end of the production of class 
Vc has been dated to c. 1208,"*^ c. 1209/12 and c. 1210'*" without decisive documentary 
evidence. 


The production of dies: quantification 

It may not be correct to assume that all of the class V obverse dies produced were supplied 
to the moneyers and used by them. However, a useful estimate of the total number of dies 
produced might be derived from estimates of the numbers of dies used. 

Stewart Lyon has discussed the derivation and use of four formulae that can provide 
estimates of the number of dies used to produce a sampled coinage. ''''' Lyon's testing of the 
formulae with simulated random samples illustrates the variability of the estimates 
produced and the underestimation that may be caused by bias in the sample. However, 
Lyon's formula (3) eliminates potentially overrepresented dies known from four or more 
coins and seems to provide relatively satisfactory results in his experiments. This formula 
has been applied to the obverse dies studied in table 3, using Lyon’s notation. N is the 
number of coins studied, d„ is the number of dies repre.sented exactly n times, d is the total 
number of dies found and the estimated total number of dies used is = d + d|. (d| + 
d2)/(2d2 + 3d',). The confidence limits D'""’ and which are intended to be 95 per cent 
limits when they are applied to a random sample, have been calculated using the method 
described by Lyon.'*'^ 

TABLE y 


Estimation of numbers oj obverse dies 


Mint and class 

di 

<h 

dt 

d 

N 


D''” 

D""‘ 

Canterbury Va 

5 

3 

5 

24 

95 

24 

26 

28 

Vbi 

12 

10 

11 

42 

111 

42 

47 

5.3 

Vbii 

21 

22 

12 

69 

172 

73 

80 

90 

V'biii 

15 

7 

5 

30 

57 

33 

41 

54 

Vc 

10 

9 

11 

40 

117 

40 

44 

48 

Canterbury totals 




205 

552 

212 

2.38 

273 

London Va 

8 

5 

5 

32 

120 

.34 

36 

39 

Vbi 

7 

11 

8 

46 

160 

46 

49 

52 

Vbii 

45 

29 

7 

91 

177 

116 

1.3.3 

156 

Vbiii 

16 

5 

1 

23 

34 

3.3 

49 

93 

Vc 

133 

31 

8 

174 

227 

348 

428 

556 

London totals 




366 

718 

511 

695 

896 

Winchester 

9 

13 

10 

78 

388 

79 

82 

84 

Other mints 

18 

19 

24 

210 

1.369 

214 

216 

218 

Totals 

299 

164 

107 

859 

3027 

1082 

1231 

1471 


Statistics for class Vai and class Vaii dies used at Canterbury and London and for dies of 
all types used at other mints have been aggregated in table 3 to provide significantly large 
frequencies. The aggregation of data relating to types or mints with differing ratios of coins 
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to recorded dies may cause underestimation of the numbers of dies used,^*' but this is 
relatively unimportant in table 3 as the numbers of dies estimated to be unrecorded are 
small. The comparatively large numbers of class Vb and class Vc dies used at Canterbury 
and London have not been aggregated. The estimates provided by the Canterbury dies of 
class Vbiii and the London dies of classes Vbii, Vbiii and Vc confirm Lyon's prediction that 
confidence limits will be unacceptably divergent when the number of coins per die is less 
than two. None of the sets of data in table 3 constitute the random samples reciuired if it is 
to be categorically stated that the confidence limits are 95 per cent limits. 

Approximate totals of D"’"\ and for the types listed in table 3 can be produced 
by allocating the dies estimated to be missing from the studies of the coins of Winchester 
and the 'other mints' to each type in proportion to the numbers of dies found.''' In table 4 
the minimum possible percentage for a type within the estimates produced (%"'•'') has been 
derived from the relevant aggregate of D"”" and the combined estimates of D"’"' for the 
other varieties. The maximum percentages have been calculated using the total 

piiia.v concerned and D"”" estimates for the remaining types. Estimated 

percentages (%"') have been derived from the totals of D“'. All of the percentages in 
table 4 are subject to a combination of the approximations in the original estimates. 


T.ABLE A 

Compitrisan of estimuted iitinibcrs of obverse dies 



Caiiierbiirv 


London 

Winchesk'r 

and 


Toials 





( lass 


D'" 



D'"' 


Ollier 

QlltW 

minis 


Qftun 

D'" 


titin 



Vii 

24 

2b 

2S 

34 

3b 

39 

19 

19 

19 

77 

81 

86 

5.3 

6.6 

7.9 

Vhi 

42 

47 

53 

4b 

49 

52 

b3 

b4 

b5 

151 

160 

170 

10.4 

13.0 

15.4 

Vbii 

73 

oSO 

90 

11b 

1.53 

15b 

148 

152 

I.S4 

337 

365 

400 

23.9 

29,7 

.34.9 

Vbiii 

33 

41 

54 

33 

49 

93 

30 

30 

.30 

96 

120 

177 

6.9 

9.7 

15,2 

Vc 

40 

44 

4K 

348 

428 

556 

33 

33 

34 

421 

505 

638 

,33.6 

41,0 

49.1 

Totiils 

212 

23, S 

273 

577 

b95 

89b 

293 

298 

302 

1082 

1231 

1471 


100.0 



The estimation of the numbers of reverse dies produced is more problematic than the 
estimation of the numbers of obverse dies. Reverse dies cannot he definitely attributed to 
classes Vbii, Vbiii or Vc as attributions to these varieties arc based upon characteristics of 
the obverse. It is not possible to be certain that all of the reverse dies studied were 
produced before the introduction of class VI. Some reverse dies contemporary with class 
Vc obverse dies could have been partly or exclusively used with class VI obverse dies. 
However, estimates of the numbers of reverse dies used during the production of class V 
can be produced by allocating the reverse dies found to the ty[)es of the obverse dies used 
with them. In table 5 if a reverse die is known to have been used with obverse dies of more 
than one type it has been allocated to the type listed first. The London statistics for classes 
Vbii and Vbiii have been aggregated, as a separate analysis of the relatively small number 
of dies allocated to class Vbiii would not provide useful estimates {di = 24. cL = 3. d = 27, 
D'""* = 1568). The die ratios have been calculated by comparing the estimated numbers of 
dies with the respective estimates for obverse dies. 


'■" The v:iliic i>l O '" ihiil c;in bo caloiiltitoil Iniin iin I ho iIisimissjdii <>1 ll>o obiss V;iii iihvorvo dioi supplloil |ii 

iigtirogiilo 111 iho Loiulitn obvorso' olio's is WW Iml Iho inuil those minis (p .sO) siiyooMs ih.il lho\ Inivo nil boon loiiiioJ 

cslitrmlo proivioJooJ bo sopnritlo onloiihiliuns hir diricroiil and ihis has boon assumed in table 4 

types i.s bd.S. 
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table 5 

[£siiintitioii oj niinihi'is of raersc dies 


Die niiios 


.Mill! (Old class 

cl, 

(h 

<l< 

d 

N 

jyuin 

!)'" 

D'""' 

D'"‘" D"' 

D 

Canterburv Va 

LS 

14 

4 

40 

96 

44 

51 

60 

1 

1 S.T 1 

1-96 

1:214 

Vbi 

1(1 

19 

S 

50 

112 

51 

.29 

69 

1 

1-21 1 

L2(i 

1:1 -.20 

Vbii 

49 

.27 

I2 

101 

172 

119 

1.29 

16S 

1 

1 (id 1 

174 

1:1-87 

Vbiii 

19 

9 

2 

22 

54 

40 

52 

77 

1 

1-21 1 

ITO 

1;1'4.2 

Vc 

211 

l.t 

lO 

51 

1 1(1 

55 

(i2 

7.2 

1 

1 •.2S 1 

1 42 

1 : 1 -.22 

Caiitcrbuiy totals 




275 

.552 

209 

265 

447 

1 

1-46 1 

1 •.22 

1 ; 1 -64 

London Va 

.LS 

-)i 

7 

72 

12(1 


102 

12.2 

1 

2 -.29 1 

2 ■86 

1:2- 15 

Vbi 

.ss 

22 

S 

92 

145 

1.22 

160 

202 


2 89 1 

.2 '27 

1 ;.2'S8 

Vhii and 













V'biii 

1.24 

22 

4 

170 

210 

262 

4(1.2 

(i42 

1 

2-42 1 

2-54 

l:2-58 

Vc 

Lsd 

2,S 

5 

1S9 

227 

460 

59.2 

S.24 

1 

1-.22 1 

1 .29 

1:1 -.20 

London lotals 




524 

71S 

1042 

1219 

ISOl 


L8I 1 

I^O 

1:2-01 

Winchc.stcr 

50 

2(1 

1 9 

125 

2SS 

1.22 

140 

149 

1 

1 '68 1 

1-7! 

1:1-77 

Other mints 

52 

(i5 

6(1 

.22S 

12()9 

.240 

.247 

2.24 


1 .29 1 

1(11 

1 : 1 (12 

Totals 

5.S’4 

29.S 

146 

1252 

2027 

IS25 

2171 

2751 


1'69 1 

l^d 

1:1-87 


The supply of dies 

In 1205 the cuneator (i.e. the hereditary die-maker) was instructed to supply dies to a 
representative of the bishop of Chichester, to William of Wrotham and Reginald of 
Cornhill for use in Chichester and to Peter of Stoke for use in Northampton.'- There does 
not seem to be any documentary evidence indicating that dies were supplied through the 
exchequer during the production of class V but it cannot be assumed that they were always 
directly supplied by the cuneator. 

TABLE 6 


No. of obverse dies +no. of reverse dies supplied per nioiieyer 


Mini 

Vai 

Vaii 

VhiiVaii 

Vbi 

Vbii 

Vbiii 

Vc 

Bury St. Edmunds 




1 +47 

7 + 7 


!+•.’ 

Canterbury 

? + ? 

7-1- 7 

?+■> 

7+7 

7+7 

7+7 

7+7 

Carlisle 

- 

- 

- 

1 + 1 

1 .). '.1 

- 

- 

Chichester 

- 

- 

I + l 

1 + 1 

1+2 

1+2 


Durham 

- 

2+2 

- 

2+2 

2+2 

- 

2+2.2+2 

Exeter 

- 

l + l 

* 

1+2 

1+2 

1+2 

- 

Ipswich 


- 

♦ 

1 + 17. 
l(+2'.>) 

1+7 

1 + 7 

1+7 

l.incoln 

- 

1+2 

• 

1+2 

2+9 

.2 + 6 

.2(+67) 

London 

?+? 

?+? 


7+7 

7+7 

7+7 

7+7 

Lynn 

- 

- 

- 

1 + 1 

1+2 

l(+27) 

- 

Northampton 

- 

- 

- 

1 + 1. 1+2 

1+2 

l(+2?) 

1+2 

Norwich 

- 

1+2 

- 

1+2 

1 +2.2+4 

1+2 

l + l 

Oxford 

- 

- 

- 

1+2 

7+7 

K + l'.’) 

- 

Rochester 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2+2.2(+47) 


. 

VV'inchester 

- 

1 + 1 

1 + 1 

7+7 

7+7 

7 + 7 

7+7 

York 

- 

2+2 

- 

2+2 

2+2 

- 

7+7 


’ * Close Roll f> John 11205). p, .'2 and hiitc Roll 7 John 
11205). p. 294. 
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It is probable that class V dies were usually or always supplied to Chichester, Durham, 
Exeter, Lincoln, Lynn, Northampton, Norwich, Rochester and York in sets or batches 
consisting of obverse and reverse dies in simple ratios. However, at least seven dillerent 
ratios have been found and no mint has provided unequivocal evidence of the consistent 
application of only one ratio throughout the production of class V. 

It might be assumed that the exceptional numbers of dies used at Canterbury and London 
were periodically supplied in variable quantities related to the numbers of used dies that had to 
be replaced. The clear difference between the Canterbury and London die ratios during the 
production of classes Va and Vb shown by table 5 (p. 58) could have been caused by obverse 
and reverse dies becoming unusable at dissimilar relative rates, or by the application of 
different criteria when dies were selected for replacement. However, it is also possible thtit dies 
were withdrawn from use and replaced at either or both of the mints in predetermined ratios. 

I'hcre are no die-links between the sets of dies supplied to the Chichester moneyers or 
the btilches of dies supplied to the Exeter and Rochester moneyers, indicating that all 
usable dies had to be surrendered w'hen new' dies were provided. A similar system seems to 
have been applied t<i the supply of dies to Durham. Lynn. Norwich and York but at each 
mint one obverse die from the first batch of dies supplied w-as available for use when the 
second batch w'as received. Dies from two of the batches supplied to Lincoln seem to have 
been retained after the surrender of most of the dies in the batch. Used sets of dies were 
often surrendered when new sets were supplied to the Northtimpton moneyers. 


The use of dies 

The table of links between Canterbury reverse dies in appendix 6 provides clear evidence of 
the sharing of obverse dies also found in the studies of Exeter,. Ipswich. Lincoln, Lynn. 
Northampton. Norw'ich. Oxford. Rochester and York coins. The percentage of the links in the 
table that involve dies of different moneyers (87.5 per cent) is only 1.4 per cent less than the 
percentage that might be expected if equal numbers of dies of the nine Canterbury moneyers 
were randomly combined with the available obverse dies (8/9 = 88.9 percent). Every possible 
link between reverse dies of two Ctmterbury moneyers has been found w ith the single e.xception 
of a link between dies of lohtm B and Simon/Simun. Moneyers sharing obverse dies might have 
shared premises but it is also possible that they worked separately, using dies kept centrally. 

The Winchester moneyers seem to have had a single mint premises during the production of 
the Short Cross coinage^'' but this would not be readily deduced from the tabic of links 
betw'cen their reverse dies. Fifteen of the .52 possible links between dies of different moneyers 
have not been found and most of the numbers of links are small enough to have been the 
result of occasional borrowing of dies. 1 am indebted to Mr Gittocs for the suggestion that the 
rchitively large numbers of links between dies of .Adam and Milis/ Miles. Andreu and Lukas. 
Bartelme and Rauf and lohan and Ricard might indicate that these pairs of moneyers shared 
workshops within the mint. It w'ill be recalled that Andreu and Lukas are the two new' 
moneyers named by coins of class Vbi and th;it Bartelme and Rauf arc the two moneyers who 
seem to have started production during the supply of class Vbii dies. If obverse dies were 
alw ays completely shared by one of the pairs of moneyers 5(1.0 per cent of the links in the tabic 
might be between dies different moneyers. This percentage w'ould be increased if obverse 
dies were shtired by more than one pair of moneyers or used at times when only one reverse tlie ol a 
moneycr w'as available, The actual percentage is 58.7 per cent, or ,54.4 per cent if the link invoK ing 
the die of Henri and the links between moneyel^ not associated in the same pair are excluded. 


" WnuhrsU’r m Oh- ciirli Slitlillc timl edilioit and I’ditcO hy M. Uiikllc (0\l(ird. pp. 419. 422. Sl.t ;iiid 

diMU\sii»i o! die Winloii Ldnnesdny ( Winthcslcr Sliidii.-'; 1 1. .St4. 
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Only 29.0 per cent of the London coins studied are die-duplicates of other coins examined 
but the corresponding percentages for Canterbury and Winchester are 53.6 per cent and 77.8 
per cent respectively. Consequently it is probable (hat London die-combinutions and the 
die-links provided by those die-combinations are relatively underrepresented. I lowever, all of 
(he substantive London moneyers known from coins of class Vb are die-linked to each other 
cither directly or through links with a third moneyer, excepting Benoit and Rcncr and also 
Rener and \Ville(l)m L. 

Mint output and the English coinage supply 

Nicholas Mayhew has used an estimate of the number of cUiss V' reverse dies used at Lincoln 
(58 dies) to tentatively estimate their output ( 1 . 16U.()()() coins or £4.833) and the total output of 
the English mints during the production t)f class V (£241 .650 )."'■' Mayhew’s estimate of the 
number of Lincoln reverse dies is only two more than the maximum number that would be 
consistent with the pattern of die supply indicated by table 6 (p. 58) and appendix 7 but his 
calculations of outputs rely upon the assumption that the dies produced an average of 2().(K)0 
coins each. The average output of the Long Cross reverse dies used at Shrewsbury was almost 
exactly 20,000 coins'''' and reverse dies supplied to the Canterbury and London mints during 
the reign of Edward I seem to have produced an average of approximately 19,500 coins each, 
if it can be assumed that the die ratio was 1:2 in this case.^^' I lowever. calculated average 
outputs of Edward I obverse dies at various mints have varied from 21,750'^ to 75,(K)0.''^ The 
average output of reverse dies may not have been as variable as the output of obverse dies, 
which might have been partly dependent upon the average thickness of Hans,’’'^ but it is evident 
that estimates of total output based upon an assumed average output must be extremely 
speculative. If Mayhew’s suggested average output and the D'”"’ and estimates for 
reverse dies (p. 58) can be used as the basis of calculation the approximate total value of 
the class V coins produced might be estimated to have been £15(),()()()-£230,()l)0. 

The closure of all of the new or reopened mints before the end of the production of class V 
probably indicates that the recoinage of clipped Short Cross coins required by the assize of 
January 1205 had been substantially completed. Pre-class V coins may have been recoined 
during the production of Short Cross types later than class V but hoartis deposited during that 
production might possibly be used to approximately quantify the survival of pre-class V coins 
at the end of the production of cla.ss V. Unfortunately, eight hoards deposited during the 
production of classes Vll and VIII that have been analysed by F. Dumas and Brand''" 
contained calculated percentages of pre-class V pennies ranging from 1.8 percent to 1 1.3 per 
cent. If coins of classes Vll and VIII are excluded from the numbers of coins in each hoard.'’’ 


N. J, Mayhew, Frappes de monnaics el hausse dcs prix 
en Angleierre de IISII a 12IN)'. in Eliiitvs il'Iiisloirc /iioiitUtiirc 
Xth-XIXtf siedei, edited by J. Day (Lille. 1984). pp. 
I.S9-177. at pp Ifi.t and KS.S 

J, D. Bland, ' the Shrewsbury mini. 1249-.S(I'. m Minii. 
dies and ctirrcncy. edited bv R. A. G. Carson (London. 
1971). pp. I2‘)-1.SII, al pp. J35. I.VMind 140, 

M. Male. Coin dies under Edward I and IF, A’C 7lli 
scr. 9 ( I9(i9). 207-218. at p. 209. 

" Male, p. 21). 

I Stewart. Seeond thoughl.s on medieval die-oulput'. 
A'C 7th scr. 4 ( I9(vt). 29.3-.', O.f. at pp. ,3()l-.302. 

J (.) Brand, ' t he Shrewsbury mint. 1249-50'. p, 1.39 
suggests that an apparent reduction of the average output of 
Long Cross obverse dies used <ii Shrcxvsbnry might have 
been caused by ilic striking of Ihiimei llaiis. with a conse- 
quent increa.se in the potentially damaging force transmitted 


to the obverse ilie. 

F Diimtis and J. 13 Brand, 'llie British coins In the 
Cdsors (1970) hoard'. fi,\J 4(1 (1971), 22-43. at pp. 2h-.30. 

Some of the statistics published by Dumas ami Braiul 
have been slightly amended in table 7. 1 he revised statistics 
for the 1911 Ribe hoard ( Kibe 1) have been taken from a 
summary provided by 1 Stewart and J. 13 Brand. A second 
find of English sterlings from Ribe (1958)'. .ViV.4 1971. 
3S-.59, al pp 5.5-.59. which excludes some irregular coins. 
Apparently imitative coins have not been subtracted trom 
the statistics for other hoards it they were published as 
regular coins but specimens attributed to the Rhuddlan mint 
have been excluded from all ol the statistics. The numbers of 
pre-class V coins in the Eccles and Colchesiei hoards have 
been derived trom slalislies lor Evans classes I and 11 but it 
should he noted that Evans class II included coins of class 
Vai (eg. .VC 4ih ser. .3 ( 190.3). pi. 4. Id). 
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to eliminate distortion caused by differing dates of deposit, the percentages vary from 6.8 per 
cent to 46.2 per cent. 

TABLE 7 


EiigIL'ih iH’itnics in hnorth (daws l-VI) 



Clifton 

Eccles 

France' 

Colchester 

Gisors 

Rihe 1 

Rilx' II 

WrcNham 

Classesi 

MV 

Classes V 

4(7.791 ) 

f. 2(K)(7,4</f) 

3.S(14.4'7<) 

L:%(27,4‘T) 

73(26.2‘;f) 

.Vfill.O'S) 

3(6.8'/ ) 

6(46.29/ I 

and VT 

4S(y2-.V/,) 

<'.2..S2(l(92.hCr) 

2().S(«.S,fi9f) 

.4.16.1(72,(1';/ 1 

2()6(73.«?/ ) 

276(.sy.lKi ) 

41(93,2'/ I 

7(53.89/) 

Toliils 

52 

c. 2,72(1 

24.4 

4,.4.S9 

279 

3111 

44 

13 


The statistics provided by the relatively small numbers of coins from the Wrexham hoard can 
be disregarded as the published parcel from this hoard seems to have been unrepresentative/'- 
but the wide variation shown by the other statistics requires explanation. The higher 
percentages of pre-class V coins could indicate a preference for coins of earlier classes, or the 
inclusion of coins accumulated long before the deposition of the hoard, but it may be more 
probable that the lower percentages are attributable to a preference for fresher coins. The high 
percentages of pre-class V coins in the Colchester hoard, which is the largest rect)rded hoard of 
Short Cross coins, and the Gisors hoard may reflect the percentage of such coins in the available 
currency.^’’ Unfortunately, the Colchester hoard was published before the introduction of 
Lawrence's classification''^ and consequently the number of class V pennies provided by it 
cannot be precisely determined. If the ratio of pre-class V pennies to pennies of class V in the 
Gisors hoard (1:1 ■56/'’' is applied to the estimate of total output during the production of class 
V (.£I5(),(HX)-£230,()0()) the quantity of pre-class V coinage surviving the production of class V 
might be tentatively estimated to have been approximately £1(H).U()0-£150,()00. If hoards with 
relatively low percentages of pre-class V coins are icsed as the basis of calculation, or if it is 
assumed that a significant percentage of the class V output was eliminated by export or other 
wastage before the end of its production, the estimate of the quantity of pre-class V coins 
surviving w'ould be reduced. Any calculation of the total amount of English and non-English 
coinage available in England when the production of class V was completed must be extremely 
problematic. The estimates produced do not conflict with Mayhew's proposal that the 
approximate total value of the English currency in 12(I.S was £25(),0(K).'’'' but this proposal 
cannot be properly cvaluatcil without comprehensive studies of the dies used to produce the 
Short Cross coins available before the introduction of class V. 


.1. M Lewis, A Slion Cross hojird from Wrcxhiiin'. 
HNJ M) (19711). |y-2.t. ;it |L 22 

il Ciiniiol lie iissuMK'ii thill stiitislics from non-Enitlisli 
hoiirds iilwiiys accunilcly represent ihe P.nirlish turrency hut 
it liiis heen siiggesleO hy Dimuis iinil Hriind. p 2.S ihui i)ie 
Enulish eoiUeiU of the Gisors lioiiril was pniieipiilli or 
entirely iissemhietl in Cneliinii. 


IL A. Orueher. A lind of silver coins ;it Colchester'. 
.'VC.Jlh ser. .1 (lytl.T). lll-ITh, 

Duniiis and Hraiid. (i. 2.S. 

N J Mayhew "Vloney and prices m rntriaud from 
Heiiiv II to Ldwaid ML Ai'iiciilliinil Hi.siors Wciicn .V' 
(lys-). I2l-Li2. at p. I2.S, 



APPENDIX 1 


I'lu’ clussificcttian used 


(C = characlenstic of every die recorded, x = characteristic of at least one die) 


No enclosed pellets in tlic curls 

Enclosed pellets in some or all of the curls 

More than two curls on one or both sidc(s) 

Two curls only on both sides 

Five 'pearls' in the crown 

Six 'pearls’ in the crown 

Seven 'pearls' in the crown 

l.arge annulet eyes 

Eyes from a broken punch 

Sceptre on the right 

C ornamented by pcllet(s) 

E ornamented by pellet(s) 

Flat-topped K 
Round-topped K 
K ornamented by a pellet 
Flat-topped R 
Round-topped R 
R ornamented by pellet! s) 

Reversed S 
Normal S 

S ornamented by pellet(s) 

X ornamented by pellets 
'St. Andrew's cross' X 


Vtii 

C 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 


Vaii 


C 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 


Vbi 


C 

X 

X 

X 

X 


Vhii 


C 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 


Vhiii 


C 

C 

X 

X 


C 


X X X X 

X X X X 

C C C 

C 


C 


X 

X 

X 

X 

X 


C (’ 

C C 

XXX 

C 

C C C 

X 

X 


Colon(s) on the obverse or reverse 

Slop before KbX 

REX after the sceptre 

RE after the sceptre 

EX after the sceptre 

X. X' or X after the sceptre 

Xh after the sceptre 


X X 

X X 


X X 


X 

X 


X 

XXX 
X X 

X 


X C 


X 


Cross pattee initial mark 
Cross pommiie initial mark 


C 


C 


C C c 


Fc 


c 

c 


X 

X 


C 

C 

C 

C 


X 


C 


APPENDIX 2 



Coins sludied (obverse 

ehissifieation only) 




MiuHmoneyer 

Vai 

Vaii 

Vbi 

Vhii 

Vbiii 

Ve 

Monevei 

Mini 








loials 

loiids 

Burv St Edmunds 









Fulke/Folke 

- 

- 

24 

41 

- 

b 


71 

Canterbury 









{ H )crnaud/Arnaud.'' 
Arnold 

0 

7 

10 

24 

4 

IS 

66 


Coldwinc 

1 

13 

13 

25 

0 

12 

73 


I lue 

1 

15 

lb 

15 

7 

12 

6b 


lohan 

- 

21 

31 

21 

4 

5 

82 
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Miiil/moiuycr 

V(ti 

Vail 

Vbi 

Vbii 

Vhiii 

Vc 

Manvyvr 

Mini 

lohan B 




4 

1 

13 

Uiials 

24 

mulls 

lohan M 

- 

- 

. 

10 

9 

22 

41 


Robercl 

2 

12 

20 

20 

8 

17 

79 


Samuel 

2 

9 

14 

19 

4 

10 

58 


Simon/Simiin 

- 

9 

7 

34 

5 

8 

63 


Canterbury totals 

y 

86 

111 

172 

57 

117 


552 

Carlisle 

Tomas 

- 

- 

11 

18 

- 

- 


29 

Chichester 

Pieres 

• 


3 

13 

14 

- 

30 


Rau(l)f 

- 

- 

5 

29 

3 

- 

37 


Simon 

- 

- 

6 

20 

- 

- 

26 


Willelm 

- 

- 

- 

18 

3 

- 

21 


Chichester totals 

- 

- 

14 

80 

20 

- 


114 

Durham 

P(i)eres 

- 

18 

9 

27 

- 

25 


79 

Exeter 

Gilebert/Gileberd 

• 

2 

4 

15 

5 


26 


lohan 

- 

2 

3 

15 

6 

- 

26 


Ricard 

- 

6 

3 

18 

6 

- 

33 


Exeter totals 

- 

10 

K) 

48 

17 



85 

Ipswich 

Alisandr(c)/Alisandar 



19 

22 

4 

9 

54 


lohan 

- 

- 

8 

11 

5 

90 

125 


Ipswich totals 

- 

- 

27 

44 

9 

99 


179 

Lincoln 

Alain 

- 

16 

- 

- 

- 

- 

16 


Andre(u) 

- 

It) 

6 

19 

23 

10 

68 


Hue 

. 

2 

- 

35 

29 

13 

79 


lohan 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 


Rauf 

- 

5 

8 

- 

- 

- 

13 


Rieard 

- 

It) 

9 

- 

- 

- 

19 


Tomas 

- 

T 

16 

- 

- 

- 

IS 


Lincoln totals 

- 

49 

39 

54 

52 

13 


217 

London 

Abel 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

36 

36 


Adam 

- 

- 

10 

17 

6 

12 

45 


Arnaud 

- 

- 

3 

- 


- 

3 


Beneit 

. 

- 

14 

17 

3 

8 

42 


Fulke/Folke 

3 

IS 

34 

10 

- 

- 

62 


1 lenri(k) 

11 

33 

6 

- 

- 

- 

50 


llg(i')er 

- 

- 

10 

8 


32 

52 


lohan 

- 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

4 


■Riilter’ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 


Rauf 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

51 

51 


Rener 

- 

1 

-> 

21 

3 

9 

36 


Ricard 


21) 

20 

1 

- 

- 

47 


Rieard B 

- 

- 

7 

IS 

3 

1 1 

39 


Rictird T 

. 

I 

6 

H 

- 

- 

18 


Walter 


- 

- 

- 

• 

35 

35 


Willel 1 )m 

5 

25 

32 

5 


- 

69 
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Mini,'iiif)nc'ycr 

Veil Velii 

Vhi 

Vhii 

Vbiii 

I'r 

Monwer 

Mini 

\Ville(l)ni B 

1 

6 

17 

9 

8 

toiiils 

41 

loiiils 

\Ville(l)ni 1. 

- 

5 

25 

1 

10 

41 


\Ville( 1 )m T 

- 

1 

26 

5 

14 

46 


London totals 

24 9(1 

Ibf) 

177 

34 

227 


718 

Lvnn 

Inhan 

- 

h 

15 

3 

- 

24 


Nicole 

- 

3 

8 

III 

- 

21 


Wiilclm 

- 

4 

13 

5 

- 

T> 


Lynn totals 

- 

13 

36 

18 

- 


67 

Norlhampion 

Adam 

- 

13 

29 

4 

5 

51 


Roberd 

- 

18 

1 

- 

. 

19 


Robcrd T 

- 

■ 

32 

- 

- 

32 


Nortliainpton totals 

- 

31 

62 

4 

3 


102 

Norwich 

Gi(e)f(e)rei 

1 

(1 

15 

10 

7 

39 


lohan 

17 

2 

22 

6 

Ul 

57 


Renald/Rcnaud 

9 

12 

18 

8 

5 

52 


Norwich totals 

27 

2(1 

55 

24 



148 

Oxford 

Ailwiiie 

- 

1(1 

21 


- 

33 


Henri 

- 

10 

5 

3 

- 

IS 


Miles 

- 

7 

17 

- 

- 

24 


Oxford totals 

- 

27 

43 

5 

- 


75 

Rochester 

Alisandr(e) 

- 

- 

25 

- 

- 

25 


llunf(e)rei 

- 

5 

27 

- 

- 

32 


Rochester totals 

- 

5 

52 

* 

- 


57 

Winchester 

Adam 

3 

20 

26 

2 

8 

59 


Andreu 

- 

8 

35 

2 

3 

48 


Bartelme 

- 

- 

32 

3 

3 

38 


Henri 

7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

7 


lohan 

4 

19 

24 

- 

3 

50 


Lukas 

- 

10 

25 

3 

4 

42 


Milis/Miles 

6 

18 

47 

- 

n 

1 

78 


Rauf 

- 

- 

28 

4 

8 

40 


Ricard 

1 

K 

17 

- 

- 

26 


Winchester totals 

21 

83 

234 

14 

36 

388 

388 

York 

Davi 

2(1 

9 

13 

- 

* 

42 


Nicole 

7 

20 

25 

- 

2 

54 


Renaud 

- 

6 

14 

- 

- 

20 


I'omas 

1 

8 

21 

- 

- 

30 


York totals 

28 

43 

73 


■) 


146 

Totals 

33 335 

627 

1216 

254 

562 


3027 



[)IES I'OR SI fOK I CROSS CLASS V 65 

APPENDIX 3 
Obverse dies 


Mint 

Vai 

Vaii 

Vhi 

Vbii 

Vbiii 

Cc 

Tends 

Bury St Edmunds 

- 

- 

1 

4 


1 

6 

Canterbury 

4 

2(J 

42 

69 

30 

40 

205 

Carlisle 

- 

- 

1 

3 

- 

- 

4 

Chichester 

- 

- 

6 

11 

3 

_ 

20 

Durham 

- 

2 

2 

6 

- 

7 

17 

Exeter 

- 

3 

3 

9 

3 

- 

18 

Ipswich 

- 

- 

7 

10 

7 

4 

23 

Lincoln 

- 

4 

3 

6 

6 

6 

25 

London 

10 

22 

46 

91 

23 

174 

366 

l.ynn 

- 

- 

3 

7 

5 

- 

15 

Northampton 

- 

- 

6 

9 

1 

1 

17 

Norwich 

- 

2 

3 

9 

3 

3 

20 

Oxford 


- 

3 

4 

2 

- 

9 

Rochester 

- 

- 

1 

11 

- 

- 

12 

Winchester 

- 

4 

16 

45 

4 

9 

78 

York 

• 

4 

7 

12 

- 

1 

24 

Totals 

14 

61 

150 

306 

82 

246 

859 


APPENDIX 4 


Obverse die survived jiequeneies 


No- of coins from die. 

/ 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

s 

9 10 tl 12 

/.? N 15 16 20 24 40 56 Total 
of die 

no. 

V 

Coiits per 
die 

Bury St Edmunds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

(1 

1 

1 

0 

II 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 


6 

11.8 

Cantei'burv Vai 

2 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

II 

II 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

4 


2.2 

Vaii 

3 

3 

4 

3 

2 

1 

7 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

20 


4.3 

Vbi 

12 

10 

11 

5 

1 

0 

3 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

42 


2.6 

Vbii 

21 

22 

12 

7 

2 

3 

1 

I 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

69 


2.5 

Vbiii 

15 

7 

5 

2 

I 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

30 


1.9 

Vc 

10 

9 

11 

3 

2 

7 

7 

I 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

40 


2.9 

Vai-Vc 

63 

51 

44 

21 

8 

6 

8 

7 

t) 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


205 

2.7 

Carlisle 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


4 

7.2 

Chichester 

2 

3 

5 

0 

1 

1 

7 

1 

7 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


20 

5 7 

Durham 

1 

3 

7 

n 

2 

5 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


17 

4 6 

Exeter 

3 

0 

7 

4 

1 

4 

1 

3 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

1) 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 


18 

4.7 

Ipsw'ieh 

4 

4 

2 

4 

4 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 


23 

7,8 

Lincoln 

2 

7 

0 

3 

1 

7 

1 

0 

3 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 


25 

8.7 

London Vai 

3 

2 

4 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

I) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

III 


2.4 

Vaii 

5 

3 

1 

5 

7 

1 

7 

0 

0 

1 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

22 


4.4 

Vbi 

7 

11 

8 

7 

7 

7 

7 

1 

0 

1 

II 

0 

0 

0 

II 

II 

0 

0 

II 

0 

46 


3.5 

Vbii 

45 

29 

7 

5 

1 

1 

7 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

91 


1.9 

Vbiii 

16 

5 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

23 


1.5 

Vc 

133 

31 

8 

7 

tl 

t) 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

It 

0 

174 


1.3 

Vai-Vc 

209 

81 

29 

20 11 

4 

6 

7 

0 

2 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

II 

0 


366 

2.0 

Lynn 

0 

0 

7 

3 

7 

0 

7 

II 

0 

1 

II 

II 

n 

0 

0 

II 

0 

0 

II 

0 


15 

4.5 

Northampton 

0 

1 

1 

6 

3 

0 

0 

3 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

II 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 


17 

6.0 

Norwich 

0 

1 

1 

2 

2 

7 

4 

2 

2 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

11 

0 

II 

0 

0 


20 

7 4 

Oxford 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 

1 

II 

1 

■> 

0 

1) 

II 

0 

0 

0 

0 


9 

S3 

Rochester 

4 

1 

7 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

II 


12 

4.7 



66 


DIES FOR SHORT CROSS CLASS V 


i\'o. of coins froin die: I 2 d 5 6 7 8 10 1 1 12 IJ t-t 15 10 20 24 40 50 Toiul no. Coins per 

of dies die 


Winchester Vail 

(1 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 


5.2 

Vbi 

3 

3 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

(1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

16 


5.2 

Vbii 

5 

8 

3 

8 

3 

4 

■> 

0 

1 

3 

3 

0 

2 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

45 


5.2 

Vbiii 

0 

2 

(1 

(1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

(I 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

11 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 


3.5 

Ve 

1 

0 

s 

4 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9 


4.0 

Vaii-Ve 

9 

13 

1(1 

14 

5 

7 

6 

2 

1 

3 

3 

0 

3 

(1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 


78 

5.0 

York 

1) 

4 

2 

3 

2 

3 

2 

4 

I 

1 

0 

1 

0 

(1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


24 

6.1 

Totals 

299 

164 

107 

83 45 37 36 20 12 

12 

11 

6 10 

5 

5 

2 

T 

1 

1 

1 


859 

3.5 


APPENDIX 5 


Kevcise die suit usd Iretpiencies 


iVo. of coins front die: 

1 

y 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

own 12 

13 14 15 10 

38 53 

Toiitl no. 



















of dies 

Bury St Edmunds 
Canterbury 

0 

1 

3 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

2 

0 

I 

tl 

0 

I 

0 

0 

0 

0 


11 

(I I)ernaud/Arnaud'' 
Arnold 

15 

14 

5 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

36 


Cloldwine 

12 

14 

1 

3 

7 

(.) 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

33 


Hue 

12 

7 

5 

2 

7 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

29 


loliun 

23 

8 

7 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

42 


lohan B 

6 

5 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

13 


lohan M 

7 

7 

1 

7 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18 


Roberd 

13 

12 

8 

0 

7 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

36 


Samuel 

16 

13 

4 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

.34 


Simon/Simun 

15 

12 

5 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

34 


Canterbury totals 

119 

92 

37 

12 

9 

1 

2 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1) 

II 

0 

0 

0 


275 

Carlisle 

1 

2 

2 

0 

2 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


8 

Chichester 

5 

7 

9 

1 

3 

2 

0 

1 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

1) 

0 

0 

0 

0 


.31 

Durham 

0 

3 

3 

2 

3 

3 

1 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 


17 

Exeter 

6 

10 

9 

5 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


32 

Ipswich 

15 

9 

8 

2 

1 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 


40 

Lincoln 

London 

7 

7 

II 

6 

6 

7 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 


50 

Abel 

24 

3 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

29 


Adam 

25 

5 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

3.3 


Arnaud 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

1 


Beneil 

24 

6 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

.32 


Fulke/Folke 

18 

10 

2 

3 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

34 


1 lenri(k) 

12 

8 

4 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

26 


Ilg(i)er 

36 

8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

44 


lohan 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

1 


■Ralter' 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 


Rauf 

43 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

47 


Rener 

22 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

29 


Rieard 

18 

7 

2 

I 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

29 


Ricard B 

20 

8 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

29 


Rieard T 

4 

4 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

10 


Walter 

29 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

32 


Wille(l)m 

27 

11 

4 

2 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

44 


Wille(l)ni B 

29 

6 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

(1 

0 

(1 

0 

0 

35 




Dll-.S f'OR StIORT CROSS CLASS V 


67 


No. of coins jrom die: I 2 .? -) 5 6 7 S 10 1 1 12 l.i 14 l.s 16 xi Toial no. 

of dies 


Wille(l)m L 

26 

6 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

t) 

0 

u 

0 

0 

33 


Willed )m T 

23 

9 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

35 


London totals 

383 

105 

24 

8 

3 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


524 

Lynn 

.5 

7 

4 

4 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

t) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 


24 

Northampton 

2 

4 

10 

5 

5 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


28 

Norwieh 

3 

8 

-> 

6 

4 

1 

4 

■;) 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

II 

0 

0 

0 

II 


33 

Oxford 

3 

s 

2 

1 

1 

4 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

I 

0 

II 

0 

0 

(1 

0 


16 

Rochester 

Winchester 

3 

2 

1 

0 

3 

1 

1 

1) 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


13 

Adam 

3 

5 

2 

0 

s 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

15 


Andreu 

6 


4 

4 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

18 


Bartelme 

6 

4 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

14 


Henri 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 


lohan 

7 

2 

5 

2 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

19 


Lukas 

s 

8 

1 

4 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

16 


Mihs/Miles 

3 

3 

0 

■) 

4 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

II 

0 

18 


Rauf 

0 

7 

T 

1 

2 

0 

(1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12 


Ricard 

3 

5 

3 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12 


Winchester totals 

.30 

36 

19 

16 13 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 


125 

York 

2 

3 

2 

3 

4 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


25 

Totals 

584 

298 

146 

72 62 26 17 14 

8 10 

6 

1 

3 

2 

0 

1 

1 

1 


1252 


APPENDIX (1 


Links heneeen oin erse dies 


Mini 

IVc-Vm 

\’<n-V(ii 

Vin-V'tiii Viiii-Vnii 

ViiioVhi 

Vhi-V'in 

Vhi-Vhii 

Canterbury 

1 

0 

2 8 

1 

33 

3 

l-ondon 

tl 

II 

2 7 

9 

25 

1 

Winchester 

- 

• 

*> 

0 

III 

3 


Mini 

Vhii- Vbii 

Vhii- Vbiii 

Vbii-Vc 

Vbiii- Vbiii 

Vbiii- Vc 

C<-C( 

Canterbury 

35 

.3 

1 

III 

0 

23 

London 

15 

3 

0 

1 

0 

13 

Winchester 

31 

6 

12 

0 

0 

5 


l.inks helween reverse dies 

Cunierhiirv (M/A = (ll)ernaud/Ariuiud'Arniild. C = Coldwinc. II = Ihic. I = lohan. IH = lohati B. IM = 
lolian M. R = Robt/rd. Sa = Samuel. Si = Simon Sinuin) 

H/A 3 
C 111 

11 12 y .3 

1 11 13 12 6 

IB 14 7 11) 

IM 1 3 I I 3 7 

R 12 6 9 13 I b .3 

Sa 12 II 9 S 5 2 10 4 

Si 9 8 4 4 0 2 0 5 4 

1 1/A C 11 1 IB IM R Sa Si 
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Links hi'iwi't'ii iwcrsc ilk’s (com.) 

Lotulon (Ah = AbO. Ail = Aiiiim. Ar = Arniiuil. B= Buneil. F = Fulkc/Folkc, II = llenri(k). II = llg(i)er. 
lo = lohan, Ra = Rauf. Re =Rencr. Ri =Ricard. RB = Ricard B. RT =Ricaid T. Wa = Walter. Wi = 
Wille(l)ni. WB = WillelDm B. WL = Wille( I )nt L. WT = VVille(l)m T) 

Ah (1 

Ad (I 0 

Ar - I) . 


B 

(1 

5 

1 14 













F 

- 

1 

1 1) 

22 












II 

. 

II 

1 II 

III 

III 











11 

II 

7 

1 14 

II 

II 

T 










lo 

- 

0 

1 II 

II 

II 

II 

- 









Ra 

.4 

0 - 

II 

- 

- 

4 

- 

1 








Re 

II 

II 

1 II 

3 

T 

II 

0 

0 

4 







Ri 

- 

3 

1 1) 

13 

23 

1) 

1) 

- 

4 

i) 






RB 

II 

8 

1 1 1 

II 

II 

7 

1) 

1) 

II 

II 

3 





RT 

- 

1) 

1 II 

3 

■> 

1) 

1) 

- 

0 

4 

11 

1 




Wa 

1 

II - 

II 

- 

- 

3 

- 

3 

0 

- 

II 

- 

3 



Wi 

. 

4 

1 4 

.31) 

29 

1 

0 

- 

I) 

21 

1 

1 

. 

14 


WB 

II 

1 

) II 

4 


1 

0 

0 

111 

4 

I 

5 

II 

1 

4 

WL 

II 

h 

1 9 

II 

II 

fi 

0 

1) 

1) 

II 

8 

0 

(1 

1 

0 5 

WT 

II 

II 

I II 

4 

I) 

0 

1) 

u 

13 

1 

II 

4 

II 


13 II 14 


Ah 

Ad Ar B 

I- 

II 

II 

lo 

Ra 

Re 

Ri 

RB 

RT 

Wa 

Wi 

W'B WL WT 


Wmcltcsii’r {All - Adam, .An = Andreu. B = Baiielnie, II = lleiin. I = lohan. L = Lukas, M =Milis;Milcs. 
Ra = Raul. Ri = Ricard) 

Ad H) 

An 0 12 

B 2 2 4 

II 1 - . - 

I I 2 II (t 21) 

L 0 W 2 - 2 II) 

M 21 0 I II I) U lb 

Ra 2 0 14 - I) 0 0 b 

Ri I II 1 II .41) 0 115 

Ad An B H I L M Ra Ri 
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Soiini'x of Coins Studieii 

American Numismatic Society 
Art Gallery and Museums. Brighton 
Ashniolean Museum. Oxford 
.A. 11. Baldwin and Sons. Ltd. 

Bibliotheijue Nationalc. Cabinet des Medailles 
The late C. E. Blunt. Esq. 

The late Dr .1. D. Brand 

British Museum. Department of Coins and Medals 

I. R, Buck. Esq. 

Central Museum. Northampton 

City of Birmingham Museums and Art Gallery 

Colchester and Essex Museum 

R. L. Davis, Esq. 

.A. Dawson. F^sq. 

G, V. Doubleday. Esq. 

Dr R. J. Eagle n 

Fitzwilliam Museum. Cambridge 
G. P. Gittoes, Esq. 

Grosvenor Museum. Chester 
Dr E. J. Harris 

Hunterian Museum. University of Glasgow 
The late F. Elmore Jones. Esq. 

M. Lessen. Esq. 

Lincolnshire Museums 
Lubbock and Son. Ltd. 

Prof. J, P. Mass 

The late FI. R. Mossop. Esq. 

Moyse's Hall Museum. Bury St. Edmunds 
Museum of London 

National Museum of Antiquities of Scotland 
National Museum of Ireland 
National Museum of Wales 
Nationalmusect. Copenhagen 

J. J. North. Esq. 

R. Renshavv, Esq. 

N. Rhodes, Esq. 

D. Rodgers. Esq. 

Royal Mint Museum 

Royal Museum and .Art Clallery. Canterbury 
Royal Museum ol Scotland 
J. C. Sadler. Esq. 

B. .A. Seaby, Ltd. 

D. Sellw'ood. Esq. 

W. Slayter. Esq. 

Spink and Son. Ltd. 

Dr 1. Stewart 

Winchester City Museums 
P. W'oodhead. Estp 
Yorkshire Museum. York 



Key to the Plates 


Abbreviations used:- 


AM Ashmolean Museum. Oxfoul 

BM British Museum, Department of Coins and 

Medals 

BN Bii-diotheiiue Nationale, Cabinet des Med- 

ailles 

CBMAGCity of Birmingham Museums and Art 
Gailery 

FEJ Collection of the late F. Elmore Jones. 
Esi|. 

I-IVI Fitzwilliam Museum. Cambridge 


No. 

C/a.v.v 

Mint 

Money er 

1 

IVc 

Canterbury 

Coldwine 

2 

Vai 

Canterbury 

Coldwine 

3 

IVc 

Canterbury 

Roberd 

4 

Vai 

Canterbury 

Roberd 

5 

Vai 

Canterbury 

Samuel 

6 

Vai 

London 

Fulke 

7 

Vai 

London 

Henri 

8 

Vai 

London 

1 lenri 

9 

Vai 

London 

Henri 

10 

Vai 

London 

Ricard 

11 

Vai 

London 

Willem 

12 

Vai 

London 

Henri 

13 

Vai 

London 

1 lenri 

14 

Vai 

London 

Willelm 

15 

Vai 

London 

Ricard 

16 

Vai 

London 

Ricard 

17 

Vai 

London 

Willelm 

18 

Vai/Vaii 

Canterbury 

Ernaiid 

19 

Vai/Vaii 

Canterbury 

Samuel 

20 

Vai/Vaii 

Canterbury 

Hue 

21 

Vail 

Canterbury 

Hue 

2") 

Vaii 

Canterhuiy 

Hue 

23 

Vai/Vaii 

London 

•Willehr 

24 

Vai/Vaii 

London 

Fulke 

25 

Vaii 

London 

Fulke 

26 

Vaii 

London 

Willelm 

27 

Vai/Vaii 

London 

Willelm 

28 

Vai/Vaii 

London 

Henri 

29 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Samuel 

.3(1 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Coldwine 

31 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Hue 

32 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

lohan 

33 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Ernaiid 

34 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

lohan 

35 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Simon 

36 

Vaii 

Canterhuiy 

Coldwine 

37 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Samuel 

38 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Roberd 

39 

Vaii 

C'anterbury 

lohan 

41) 

Vai i 

Canterbury 

Samuel 


GPG Collection of G. P. Gittoes. Esq, 

IS Collection of Dr I. Stewart 

J.IN Collection of J. J. North. Esq, 

JPM Collection of Prof. .1. P. Mass 
MRA Author s collection 

NMA National Museum of Antiquities of Scotland 
NMC Nationalmuseet. Copenhagen 
PW Collection of P Woodhead. Esq. 

RCL Collection of the late R. C. Lockett. Esq. 

S Spink and Son. Ltd. 


Remarks 

JJN. 

Large annulet eyes: same rev. die as no. 1. BM. 

jjn' 

Large annulet eyes; same rev. die as no, 3. BM. 
Same obv. die as no. 4, IS. 

Large annulet eves; sceptre to r, of portrait; 

srTbm. 

Same obv. die as no. 6. BM 
Large annulet eyes RCL, 

Same obv. die as no. 8. B.M. 

Large annulet eyes. .AM. 

Same obv. die as no. 10 BM. 

BM, 

GPG. 

Same obv. die as no. 13. MR.A. 

BM. 

Same obv. die as no. 15. GPG. 

RE to 1. of sceptre. NMC. 

S R. JJN. 

Same obv, die as no. 18. BM. 

S R. MRA. 

Group B obv. die; same rev. die as no. 20. BM. 
Group B obv. die; same rev. die as no. 20. NMA. 
R;. MRA. 

MRA. 

Group A obv, die; 2 R; same rev. die as no, 24. 
JPM. 

Same obv. die as no. 25. AM. 

2 R; same rev. die as no. 26. BM. 

Same obv. die as no. 27. BM. 

Group A obv. die; 2'R. CB.MAG. 

Group B obv. die. BM. 

Group B obv, die. BM. 

Group B obv. die. BM. 

Group B obv. die BM. 

Group B obv. die. BM. 

Group B obv. die. BM. 

Group B t)bv. die. FEJ. 

Group B obv. rlie. BM. 

Group B obv. die. JPM. 

Group C obv. die. AM. 

Group C obv. die. I liJ. 
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41 

Vail 

Canterbury 

Simun 

42 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Arnold 

43 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Arnaud 

44 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Arnaud 

45 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Roberd 

46 

Vaii 

Canterbury 

Co Id wine 

47 

Vaii 

E.xeter 

Gilebert 

48 

Vaii 

Exeter 

lohan 

49 

Vaii 

Exeter 

Ricard 

50 

Vaii 

Lincoln 

Andre 

51 

Vaii 

Lincoln 

Alain 

52 

Vaii 

Lincoln 

Ricard 

53 

Vaii/Vbi 

Lincoln 

Rauf 

54 

Vaii 

London 

Willelm 

55 

Vaii 

London 

Henri 

56 

Vaii 

London 

Henri 

57 

Vaii 

London 

Henrik 

58 

Vaii 

London 

Henri 

59 

Vaii 

London 

Ricard 

60 

Vaii 

London 

Ricard 

61 

Vaii 

London 

Henri 

62 

Vaii 

London 

Willem 

63 

Vaii 

London 

Folke 

64 

Vail 

London 

Willem 

65 

Vaii 

London 

Willelm 

66 

Vaii 

London 

Ricard 

67 

Vaii 

London 

Henri 

6S 

Vaii 

London 

Ricard 

69 

Vaii 

London 

Henri 

70 

Vaii 

London 

Fulke 

71 

Vaii 

London 

Henri 

72 

Vaii 

London 

Henri 

73 

Vaii 

London 

Fulke 

74 

Vaii 

London 

Willelm 

75 

Vaii 

Norwich 

lohan 

76 

Vaii 

Norwich 

Ren aid 

77 

Vaii 

Winchester 

Adam 

78 

Vaii 

Winchester 

Milis 

79 

Vaii 

Winchester 

Henri 

80 

Vail 

Winchester 

Ricard 

81 

Vaii 

York 

Nicole 

82 

Vaii 

York 

Nicole 

83 

Vaii 

York 

Davi 

84 

Vaii/Vbi 

York 

Davi 


CROSS CLASS V 

Group C obv. die. BM, 

Group C obv. die. BN, 

Group C obv. die. BM. 

Group C obv. die; wime rev. die as no, 43. BM. 
Group C obv. die. BM. 

Group C obv. die. BM. 

Group B obv, die, BM. 

Group B obv. die. NMC. 

Group B obv. die, BM. 

Group B obv. die, BM, 

Group B obv. die, NMC, 

Group B obv, die. BM, 

Group B obv. die. BM, 

Group A obv. die: 2 R. BM, 

Group A obv. die:g R, RCL, 

Group A obv. die: BM. 

Group A obv. die; BM. 

Group B obv. die. BM. 

Group B obv, die, BM. 

Group B obv, die. BM. 

Group B obv, die. BM. 

Group B obv, die, BM. 

Group B obv. die. BM, 

Group C obv. die. BM, 

Group C obv. die. NMC, 

Group C obv. die. BM, 

Group C obv. die. BM. 

Group C obv. die. JPM. 

Group C obv. die. BM. 

Group C obv, die. BM. 

Group C obv, die. BM. 

Group C obv, die. S. 

Group C obv, die. FM. 

Group C obv, die, BM, 

Group B obv. die, JJN, 

Group B obv. die. PW, 

Group A obv. die. PW, 

Group B obv. die. BM, 

Group B obv. die. BM. 

Group C obv. die. JPM, 

Group B obv. die. BM. 

Group B obv, die: same rev. die as no. 81. BM. 
Group B obv. die, BM. 

Group B obv, die, BM. 
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THE FOX CLASS SEVEN PENCE OF EDWARD I 


D. 1. GREENHALGH 


When F-l. B. Earle Fox and his brother J. Shirley Fox published their monumental work on 
the coins of Edward 1. II and III' they noted that the pence of class 7 with a rose on the 
breast were probably issued from 1294 to 1296, with the dating of the issue being based 
loosely on the coins from the Canterbury mint.- Subsequent hoards and finds throw severe 
doubts on the dating of this issue and its position within the Edwardian series and the order 
has already been the subject of discussion.^ G. L. V. Tatlerand B. H. I. H. Stewart in their 
analysis of the Montrave Hoard postulated that classes 6 and 7 w'cre parallel issues. ' 
These anomalies encourage an examination of the coins of classes 6 and 7 in many 
private collections and museums. This study led to the following conclusions. 

1 The issue from Canterbury was far greater than the Fox brothers anticipated and must 
therefore have been struck prior to 1294. 

2 There are no less than seven sub-classes of class 7 and not just two as previously 
recognised and that class 7b precedes 7a and originates in late class 4. 

3 That the accepted order of classes 4e. 5a. 5b, 6a, 6h, 7a, 7b, 8a, etc. w'ith 7a and 7b 
being probably parallel to 6a and 6b is wrong and that the order for these classes given 
by Burns is nearer to the chronology of the series." 

The evidence for these conclusions is to be found in the dies of London and Canterbury. 
So far. for Canterbury, there are no less than 19 obverse dies, 1 1 equating to class 7a and 8 
to class 7b. which would suggest amounts of bullion coined at between 1700 and 2100 
pounds based on a rule of thumb that one die will strike on average 100 pounds of silver.^’ 
The accounts for Canterbury^ for the period 1288 to 1299 show the following. 


November I2S<S - July 129(1 
-Inly 12911 - 28 September 1291 

29 September 1291 - 28 September 1292 
29 September 1292 - 28 September 129.^ 
29 September 129,2 _ 28 September 1294 
29 September 1294 28 September 1296 

29 September 1296 - 28 September 1299 


b.,2,S7 pounds 
910 pounds 
770 pounds 
740 pounds 
90 pounds 
Ui pounds 
nil 


(between 60 and 65 dies used) 
(between 8 and 10 dies used) 
(between 6 and 8 dies used) 
(between 6 and 8 dies used) 
(one or two dies only) 

(one die only)* 


*(The accounts for Canterbury for 1294/5 appear to be amalgamated into the next accounting period or may 
be missing entirely so m ;iny analysis of these (igures allowances must be made with this m mind. 1 lowever the 
relatively small amounts of silver struck at Canterbury during this time seem to indicate that if the accounts 
were missing they would not alter the findings significantly.) 


Aikno»lali;am‘iil.\. I wish to Itiaiil, the following without 
whose help this study could not have been produced: .Vliss 
M. VI Archibald, t he Ashmoletin Museum. Mr J. W .1, 
Atkinson. A H. Baldwin gi Sons Ltd. the Birminghant 
Museum, the late .VIr C. E. Blunl. the Brilish Museum. Ihc 
Fitzwilliam .Vluseum. Galata Coins. Dr E. .1. Harris, the 
Hunterian Museum. Mr K. Jaeob. Mr N J .Vlayhew . .Vli J. 
Morris, the National Museum of .Anliquities. Scotland. Mr 
J. J North. B. A. Seabv Eitl. Mr M Sharp. Dr I, Siewan. 
Spink tV Sou Ltd. Mr C Wood. Mi P Woodhead. 

' II- B. E. Fo\ and .1. S. Fo\. I he numismaiie history ot 


the rcisnsol Edward I. II and 111 . 197-212; 7 

(1910)' 91-142; K 1 1911). 1.27-4K; 9 (1912). tm-2lli'i. ID 
(1912). 9.^ 12.2. 

■ Fox .mil Fox. UNJ 1. 14.2-4 

' Brilish Numismaiie Society. .Apii! 1959 

' (j. 1- V. Taller and B. 11. 1. It. Stewart. Edwardian 
sterlings in the Montrave hoard'. liNJ 21 ( 1962). X(l-7 

' E Bums. Tin' <>/ Scollatid lEdinbutgh. I-SX?). 

I. IXh 221) 

” Mavis Mate, ( oin rlies uiulei Edward I and II . .S'< 7ih 
ser. 9 ( 1969). 2ri7-21X. 

■ Fox and Fox. /J,V7 7 1 191 1 J. 1.2H. 
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So the dating of the Canterbury coins to 1293 - 1296 gives a surplus of dies for the amount 
coined ( 19 when 7 to ID should be more than adequate). Also there is a marked absence of 
coins from Canterbury from class 6 which the Fox brothers date by default as 1291 to 1293 
where one might expect 12 to 16 dies and in fact have only one die known from a solitary 
specimen of Canterbury class 6 which came to light in 1977.''* If we consider the premise 
that class 6 covers the period late 1293 to 1296 then the bullion figures tie in with the one 
die known for Canterbury for that issue. Thus 7 must either be post- 1296, which is 
impossible, or pre-1294 which is more likely given the estimated die numbers. The issue 
date is likely to fall within the period: late 1290 to late 1293. 

For the London mint coins, of at least 65 obverse dies identified, 46 equate to class 7a 
and 19 to class 7b. The bullion figures for the London mint for pence during the same 
periods are as follows:- 


No VC 111 be I 1288 
July 1291) 

29 Sepienibcr 1291 
29 September 1292 
29 September 1293 
29 September 1294 
29 September 1295 
29 .Sejilember 1296 


- July 1290 

- 28 September 1291 

- 28 .September 1292 

- 28 September 1293 

- 28 September 1294 

- 28 September 1295 

- 28 September 1296 

- 28 September 1297 


= 20.262 pininUs 
= 1.670 pounds 

= 4.200 pounds 

= 2,430 pounds 

= 5,090 pounds 

= 5,640 pounds 

= 3,560 pounds 

= 5.790 pounds 


(approximately 200 dies used) 
(between 15 and 18 dies u.sed) 
(between 40 ;ind 45 dies used) 
(between 20 and 25 dies used) 
(between 50 ;uid 55 dies used) 
(between 55 and 60 dies used) 
(between 35 and 40 dies used) 
(between 55 and 60 dies used) 


Once again if ihc dates given by the Fox brothers arc accepted, one could expect to find 
m the region of 140 to 150 obverse dies, when less than half this number have been found. 
(It is always possible in the Edwardian scries that coins can be misidentified. When it has 
not been possible to see the coins in person (instead relying on photographs and casts sent 
by the owners), it has been necessary to trust that the source collections have been 
correctly identified. However, with the class 7 pence, the identification being .so obvious 
for the majority of the coins (i.e. the ‘rose’ on the breast and double barred Ns), it is likely 
that a large majority of the dies have been identified.) If once again we move the dates 
back to the period 1290 to 1293 we find that we can expect to find 75 to 88 dies, figures 
which are more realistic by far. 

It is unfortunate that the bullion figures are not available for the mints of Durham or 
Bury St Edmunds as these coins come from only one and three dies respectively and could 
be crucial in the accurate dating of class 7 and also the dating of the sub-classes. 

Examination of the punches used to manufacture the dies reveals that the sub-class 7b 
precedes sub-class 7a. The main criteria for this is the upright punch used for the letter I, 
N, D etc. The punch used in 7b develops a flaw which is found in a more advanced state in 
.some dies from 7a thus proving that 7b precedes 7a. With this premise in mind, further 
examination of the punches and their replacement, shows that at least seven sub-classes of 
class 7 can be easily recognised. These are designated 7i through to 7vii and in the 
following table the new sub-class is listed along with the existing sub-class and North 
number, and the mints where each has been found. 


” R. S. Shnrmnn :ind L. I. Itiirris, An Edward I class 
Vl-V mule of Cimtcrbury'. SCMH 7(14 (1977). I.tll-I. 
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TABLE I 

(noie Y = coins found. X = coins not found, ? = coins not found but may yet turn up) 



FOX 

NORTH 

LONDON 

CANTERBURY 

BURY 

DURHAM 

7i 

7b 

103.7 

Y 

Y 

•) 

Y 

7ii 

7b 

10.33 

X' 

•) 

■) 

■> 

7iii 

- 

- 

Y 

X 

X 

X 

7iv 

7a 

10.32 

Y 

Y 

X 

X 

7v 

7a 

10.32 

Y 

Y 

Y 

X 

7vi 

7a 

10.32 

Y 

Y 

Y 

X 

7vii 

7a 

1032 

Y 

Y 

■> 

X 


The breakdown of the two Fox sub-classes into seven new sub-classes is ba.seU on the 
changes in the style of certain punches used in the manufacture of the dies, namely the initial 
cross (three styles) (pi. 7, 1-3), the crown (two styles) (pi. 7, 4-5). the hair (two styles), (pi. 7. 
6-7). the uprights (four styles) (pi. 7, 8-1 1 ) and the letter S (four styles) (pi. 2, 12-15). 'I'lie 
following table gives the distribution of these punches in the seven sub-classes:- 


TAHl t 2 


7i 

7ii 

7iii 

7iv 


7v 


7vi 


7vii 


1..M. 

CROWN 

HAIR 

UPRIGHT 

S 

1 

1 

1 

1 & 2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 & 2 

T 

1 

1 



1 

Pr- 

1 J 

2 

T 

2 cV .3 

.3 A: 4 

1 


T 

2 -4 

i 

T 


*> 

4 

4 

3 

1 


4 

4 


Thus it can be seen from table 2 that although it is quite a complex class, the breakdown 
into sub-classes is quite straightforward and individual coins can be assigned to their 
respective sub-classes without much trouble. Funhcr analysis of table 2 gives further 
insight into the separate sub-chiss. 


Class 7i 

This is the typical early form of class 7 and is found for ihe minis of London. Canterbury 
and Durham. Coins from the mint of Bury St Edmunds are not loimd. but may well have 
been struck. The coins of London are found from ten obverse dies, all of which, barring the 
last, bear the classic marks of this sub-class, namely the initial cross very reminiscent of late 
class 4 (pi. 7, no. I): the typical class Tb' crown (pi. 7, no. 4); long hair (pi. 7. no. 6); straight 
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sided letter fonts occasionally found with the beginnings of a flaw or nick developing on 
one side of the upright punch (pi. 7, nos S and 9); a single punch S found on both obverse 
and reverse (pi. 7, no. 12); double barred N; and the rose on the breast. Nine of the dies in 
this sub-class are of this conventional style but the tenth die differs in having no rose on the 
breast, this may be a die-sinker's error or a die sunk for use at Canterbury. (Unfortunately 
this specimen is slightly clipped and it is not possible to determine if the coin has single or 
double-barred Ns on the obverse.) 

Coins of Canterbury are found from eight obverse dies and are identical to the London 
coins, apart from the letter N which is only single-barred and the rose on breast which is 
absent on all the dies of Canterbury from this sub-class. 

The Durham coin, of which there are only two specimens, mules with a cla.ss 7b obverse 
and a class 4 reverse, has l^ecn assigned to this sub-class as the crown, hair and portrait are 
certainly from this sub-class of class 7 though the letter punches are typical of late class 4. It 
has been postulated that this coin may be class 4 but as a coin must be classified by its latest 
feature, in this case the crown and portrait etc., then the die must have been sunk at least 
during the class 7 issue, although it may well represent a transitional form between class 4 
late and class 7 which is as yet missing for London and Canterbury. 

The numbers of coins examined for this sub-class are; London 21 ; Canterburv 12; Durham 

2 . 

Class 7ii 

This sub-cla.ss is found (as yet) only for London and is identical to 7i in all respects except 
that the letter S on the reverse is of the composite form (pi. 7, no. 13) it may be that this is 
simply a variety of 7i but of the eight obverse dies used with these reverses none is found 
using a reverse of 7i with the single punch S. Again one of the dies is found without a rose 
on the breast, this specimen almost certainly being a London obverse owing to the 
presence of double barred Ns on the obverse. 

The numbers examined for this sub-class are: London 13. 


Class 7iii 

Coins from this sub-class represent a transitional state. Whilst the crown is of the previous 
issues (pi. 7, no. 4), the hair is of the short form (pi. 7, no. 7) found on the next four 
sub-cla.sses. The portrait is also of new form, being smaller and neater in style. Coins are 
known only from London and from one obverse only. Only two specimens are known at 
present, one in the British Museum from the Middridge hoard and the other in the 
National Museum of Antiquities in Edinburgh. 


Class 7iv 

This sub-class is something of an anomaly and appears to be somewhat experimental. It is 
known from three dies from the London mint and one die from Canterbury. Changes that 
mark this sub-class arc a new form of crown (pi. 7, no. 5). which is adopted from now on 
and is used into class 6, a new small initial cross (pi. 7, no. 2), and a letter S (pi. 7, no. 14) on 
the obverse and occasionally on the reverse which is abandoned in favour of the previous 
form in the next sub-class. The obverse dies used for this issue are all peculiar in some 
respect and deserve individual note: 

Die 1. Old style initial cross, the letter ‘h’ is absent in IIYB (3 specimens seen). 
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Die 2. New slyle initial cross, 2 a.ssociated reverses, I with unbarred Ns. the other with 
S', in TAS (3 specimens seen). 

Die 3. New style initial cross, no rose on the breast (2 specimens seen). 

Canterbury die. Old style initial cross, portrait punch from 7i, mixed upright fonts 
(pi. 7, nos 9 and 10) and composite S (pi. 7, no. 15). 


Class 7p 

Coins from the mints of London. Canterbury and Bury St Edmunds are found for this large 
sub-class. There are twenty obverse dies for London, four for Canterbury and one for Bury 
St Edmunds. During this issue the damaged upright punch finally breaks up, and the punch 
for the letter S develops a Haw on the bottom curve (pi. 7, no. 10), and is replaced in the 
subsequent issue by a composite form. The initial mark is of the small style (pl.7, no. 2), 
and the crown is as the previous issue (pl.7, no. 5). The majority of the dies have the 
straight-sided upright punch in various states of wear (pl.7, nos 9 and 10) before this is 
replaced by a new punch with concave sides (pl.7, no. 11), but the.se dies still retain the 
single punch S (pl.7, no. 12). This occurs on two dies which arc found at the end of 7v and 
could be considered as transitional 7v/7vi issues. 

The Canterbury coins follow the London coins closely but differ in using a composite 
form of letter S (pl.7, no. 15) on the obverse, a feature that is not found at London until the 
next sub-class, but they arc placed in 7v by virtue of their straight-sided uprights and single 
punch S on the reverse. The Canterbury coins also differ from the previous Canterbury 
coins in that the letter N is now double-barred and there is a rose on the breast, thus 
bringing the design in line with the London coins. 

Unlike London and Canterbury, the Bury St Edmunds coins from the solitary die 
attributed to this sub-class do not have the double-barred Ns or the rose on the breast. 
However, they do have the crown, initial mark, letter fonts, hair and portrait of the reguhir 
coins. The numbers examined for this sub-class arc: London 31; Canterbury 9; Bury 
St Edmunds 5. 

Class 7vi 

The general appearance of this issue is subtly different from the preceding in that the 
upright punch is of concave form (pl.7, no, 11). and the letter S is always of composite form 
(pl.7, no. 15) on both obverse and reverse. Coins are found from London (ten obverse 
dies), Canterbury (five obverse dies), and Bury St Edmunds (two obverse dies), which 
differ from the regular London and Canterbury dies in the same points as outlined in 
sub-class 7v. 

The numbers examined for this sub-class are as follows; London 17; Canterbury 8; Bury 
St Edmunds 4. 


Class 7\>ii 

This is the last issue of class 7 found for the mints of London and Canterbury. As yet no 
coins from Bury St Edmunds have been found. From their appearance in class 6, coins 
should exist, but the rarity of surviving specimens may mean that no examples from the 
dies have survived. A new initial cross (pl.7, no. 3) and a generally 'untidy’ appearance to 
the coins are the guidelines for identification. Twelve dies are known for London and only 
one for Canterbury, which has a distinctive ‘lopsided’ appearance. 

The numbers examined for this sub-class are as follows; London 26; Canterbury 4. 
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Class 7/6 Tninsitional 

A note must be made at this point of two peculiar dies from London which appear to be 
class 7/6 transitional. One has the portrait of 7vii combined with the hair, initial mark and 
lettering of class 6a (3 specimens seen), and the other has the crown, portrait, hair and 
some letter fonts of class 7 coupled with the initial mark of class 6, Neither die has the rose 
on the breast (5 specimens seen). 


Mules 

Within class 7 several mules have been noted between the various sub-classes from the 
London mint, as well as mules with other classes. It is difficult to distinguish mules and 
counter-mules between classes 7i and 7iii and 7iv as there is little difference between the 
three sub-classes. Mules, if they occur, would only be distinguished by the amount of 
damage sustained by the upright punch. As has been stated, no mules occur with obverses 
of sub-classes 7i. 7ii, and 7iii. The sub-class mules found are; 

7iv/7ii. 7v77i. 7v/7ib. 7v/7iv. 7vi/7v, 7vii/7ii 

The other group of mules that occur arc between classes 7 and 6 and are found in the 
following combinations:- 

7i/6b, 7vi.'6a, 7vi,/6b, 7vii/6a, 7vii/6b. 6a/7i. 6b/7i 

The mules that occur are generally found in only one or two specimens of each mule 
combination. With such little evidence to work on it is difficult to draw definite conclusions 
from the findings, but the use of a late class 7 obverse die with class 6 reverses suggests that 
there is an affinity between the two classes. Also the class 7/6 transitional die mentioned 
above, whilst not conclusive evidence, docs suggest that class 6 is a natural successor to 
class 7. It was mentioned by the Fox brothers that on some class 6 coins an ornament was 
found on the breast. Examination of this mark reveals a rose-like shape, evidence again of 
class 6 follow'ing on from class 7. the suggestion being that die sinkers accustomed to 
putting a rose on the breast could have made a mistake, or altered part-made dies. 

By moving class 7 from its present position after class 6 it becomes nece.ssary to examine 
class 6 in relation to class 8. There arc two common features which emerge from both 
classes. One is the obverse legend, which as a rule ends in a contraction mark in class 6b 
and in class 8. a feature that is only found on one class 7 die: 7iv. The second is the small 
letter fonts found both on early class 8 and some class 6b dies (again a feature never found 
in class 7). If the Fox order of classification is correct then wc have a drastic change in 
design from class 6 to 7 followed by reversion to the style of class 6 (the main distinction 
between late 6 and early 8 being the change in the crown), whereas if class 7 is deemed to 
predate class 6. a smooth change in design from classes 7 to 6 to 8. as would occur by the 
gradual replacement of punches and irons used in the production of dies, would be 
apparent. 

Unfortunately, as seems to be the case with the Edwardian series, one problem 
answered leads on to another. The new order of sub-clas.ses, 7b - 7a - 6a -6b - 8a - 8b -8c. 
leaves the problem of class 5 and its position within the classification scheme. It certainly 
has affinity to late class 4 by design and muling and also to class 6 by muling. Whilst the 
latter is no criterion for placing class 6 directly after class the former case is almost 
conclusive, so class 3 cannot be placed anywhere other than in its present position after 
class 4. Yet the early class 7 (7i(b)), as shown above, seems also to follow on naturally from 
late 4 and though mule evidence is missing (which could be explained by the scarcity of the 
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existing coins), it is probable that the missing mule, or a transitional 4d or 4e/7 to match the 
Durham will be discovered. The problem can be partially explained if class 7 was issued in 
parallel with class 5 or in close proximity to class 4. in the order 

5a - 5b 

4e 6a - 6b - 8a - 8b 

7i - 7ii - 7iii - 7iv - 7v - 7vi - 7vii- 


or 


4e ' 5a - 5b - 7i )) 7vii- 6a - 6b - 8a - 8b 

It is probable that the latter of these two arrangements is nearer to the truth because of 
the problems raised by the change in letter fonts from late class 5 to the subsequent issues.'' 
This arrangement is by no means new for if it is compared to the classification laid down by 
Edward Bums in his work on the coinage of Scotland a parallel arrangement is found; 

A 28 - A 29 - A .30 - A .31 - A 32 - A 33 - A .34 
(4e) (.5a) (5b) (7) (6) (8a) (8b) 

This arrangement seems to reflect the available evidence, though further work is needed 
to settle the questions of when the issue began, the absence of the rose on the first issue of 
Canterbury and Durham and subsequent issues of Bury St Edmunds, and the possibility of 
parallel issues with class 5 or others. 

Possible explanations for the rose mark itself include the idea that it could reflect the use 
of West-Country silver. In May 1292 Vincent de Hilton was sent to Devon to open and 
work silver mines'" but as the silver mined from there did not arrive at the mint until 
1296-7. the possibility of the ro.se mark indicating the West Country as the source of the 
silver is remote as this is later than proposed dates for the issue. Another argument against 
this theory is the amount of silver mined. This only amounted to £2,356. I3.v 5W. which 
would only require some 20 to 25 dies and at least 30 dies bearing the rose on breast have 
been discovered, suggesting we must look elsewhere for the answer. 


Ki’\ to 6 

1. 7i. Loniinn 

2. 7i. Canierbui y 

.t. 7i. Durham (7b.''4 nnilet 

4. 7ii. Loiuion 
,s. 7iii. l.ondon 

6. 7iV|. London 

7. 7iv>, London 

5. 7iv;. London 

9. 7iv. Canterbury 
Ml. 7v. London 


11. 7v. Canterbury 

12. 7v, Bury St Edmunds 

13. 7vi. London 

14. 7vi. Bury St Edmuitds 

15. 7vi. Canterbury 
lb 7vii. l.oirilon 

17. 7vii. Canterbury 

IS-19. Transitional 7.'bi. London 

211. I ransilioniil 7/bii, l.on<.lon 


■' Burns, I. |')S-V. 

Mavis Male. Monetarv polities in Lnplaml. 1272 
DOT. 7}, Vy 41 (1972). 72. 
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SCOTTISH STERLINGS FROM THE MIDDRIDGE HOARD 


IAN STEWART 

One of the most important hoards of Edwardian sterlings to come to light in recent times 
was that found at Middridge, Co. Durham, in 1974. According to the summary in Coin 
Hoards II (1976), no. 453, the hoard contained 3072 silver coins, predominantly English, 
but with the usual admixture of Irish, Scottish and Continental. The latest English coins 
were of Fox group XI, suggesting a burial date soon after 1310. The Scottish element is 
stated to have consisted of 276 second coinage pennies and one halfpenny of Alexander III 
and three pennies of John. After the Dover hoard of 1955, which contained 344, Middridge 
is thus the largest source of sterlings of Alexander Ill’s second coinage on record. The 
British Museum retained the Alexander halfpenny, seven sterlings of Alexander and one 
of John; Cleveland County Museum received three Alexander sterlings; and the Bowes 
Museum, Barnard Castle and the Dorman Museum, Middlesborough one each.' The bulk 
of the coins were returned to the finders, by whom 257 sterlings of Alexander and 2 of John 
were sold by Glendining & Co. on 8 December 1977 (lots 806- 830). Through the courtesy 
of the late Mr W. C. French of Glendinings and Mr Peter Mitchell of A. H. Baldwin & 
Sons Ltd I had the opportunity to examine the coins for a few days before they were sold at 
auction, and was accordingly enabled to make a detailed list. 

The main reason why the Middridge hoard contained such a high proportion of Scottish 
sterlings is that (like the Renfrew hoard) it consisted largely of coins of the 1280s. Its 
English content, like its group of Alexander sterlings, is remarkably similar in scale for this 
period to that of the Montrave hoard, as can be seen from the following figures: 



Middridge 

Montrave 

Scottish 

Alexander III 

276 

242 

John 

3 

29 

English 

Bristol, groups II & III 

165 

161 

London, groups I & II 

279 

269 

London, groups III & IV 

910 

995 

London, group V 

32 

37 

London, group VI 

16 

10 

London, group VII 

II 

18 

London, group VIII 

21 

97 

London, group IX 

60 

530 


Sometime in the 1290s, between Fox groups V (c. 1290-1) and VIII (c. 1294-9), the English 
contents of the two hoards diverge sharply. This divergence is evident in the Scottish series 
from the very thin representation of coins of John Balliol (1292-6), one of which at least 
was considerably worn and presumably came out of currency shortly before the hoard was 
completed. One of the consequences of this undisturbed element from the 128()s and early 


' I am grateful to Miss Marion Archibald for information 
about the coins retained for the British Museum and other 


museums. 
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1290s is that many of the Alexander sterlings and of the English coins of the earlier Fox 
groups are in excellent preservation, much better than is normally the case with coins from 
hoards buried in the fourteenth century. 

For comparative purposes, I have drawn up a table of the Alexander sterlings in the 
Middridge hoard by Burns/Stewart classes and reverse types (table 1), and a table of those 
in six other hoards - Bootham, Boyton, Broughton, Dover, Loch Doon and Renfrew- - on 
the same basis (table 2). Table 3 combines the figures for the seven hoards. These tables 
give a useful indication of the frequency of occurrence of the different varieties and show 
the Middridge hoard to be broadly representative. The top line in the tables gives the 
Burns classes and combinations. In the second and fourth lines I have given the Stewart 
equivalents for Burns groups I and II respectively.^ At the risk of further confusion I have 
redesignated Stewart class I as class J, for two reasons; the letter I may be confused with 
the group and two classes to which Burns gave the Roman numeral I, and J is a useful 
means of indicating the nature of these coins, which are of the same style and fabric as the 
first coinage of John Balliol. I have also introduced a new class, not hitherto differentiated, 
which I have labelled R (from one of its most readily identifiable features), so as not to 
prejudge its position or relationship to the rest of the series. 

Where an entry is left blank in the tables, no specimen of the relevant description is 
known to me. Where nought occurs, it indicates that the variety is known but that no 
specimen was present in the hoard(s) concerned. In a few cases the entries in table 2 (and 
consequently also in table 3) may be incorrect because the six hoards were recorded before 
some of the details of the series had become fully apparent. With the 23 point reverse two 
coins from Dover and one from Broughton were listed as B. III/I (S.FG/D), because of the 
apparent waisted C on the reverse; but further study has persuaded me that a slight 
bulbousness of this letter sometimes occurs on III (FG) reverses, which differs from the 
characteristic form on I (D) reverses. Since the lettering on the reverse of these coins 
otherwise conforms with that normal in III (FG) I have reclassified them in table 2 
accordingly. I have never seen an unequivocal example of Ill/I (FG/D) with the 23 point 
reverse. I have removed Dover no. 402 from I/lII (D/FG), as it was there described, since 
it is in fact a specimen of the then unrecognised class R. This class is characterised by large 
lettering of which the A, boldly barred at the top and bottom, and the disjointed R are 
useful indicators, the latter especially, since it occurs on both sides of the coin. The class is 
represented by true coins only with 24 point reverse (no. 132), but mules with obverses of 
other classes of B. group 11 are also found: II(E)/R, with 23 point reverse (nos 154-7), and 
HI (FG)/R with 24 point reverse (no. 133). 

It is odd that there should have been as many as four specimens of E/R in the Middridge 
hoard. 1 only have record of one other specimen, but since the variety was not previously 
distinguished further specimens may have occurred in earlier hoards and not been 
identified. The same is of course true of the other R varieties, as Dover 402 illustrates. 
Middridge had five examples of the coins with anomalous obverses (H), against only three 
in the other six hoards. It had nineteen of the scarce coins combining D obverses with 25 
point reverses, against only fourteen in the other six hoards. But in contrast, it had only six 
of the much more abundant coins combining D obverses with 26 point reverses (the other 
hoards had 37). Such differences indicate that, although the Scottish element of Edwardian 
hoards was quite well mixed by the 13 IDs, it was as yet still not thoroughly so. 

Several coins are of individual interest. Nos 132-3 and 154-7 have been noted above as 
involving dies of the new class R. No. 202 is the first coin to be recorded as combining an 


- Boolham. RNJ 27 (I9.S2-4). 281-9.1; Boyton. NC .Sth (1969). .11-49; and Renfrew. RNJ .1.S (1966). 128-47. 

scr. 16 (19.16). 1 l.S-.I.I; Broughton, BNJ ,1.S (1966). 12(f-7; ' The Scollish CoiiW)-e (2nd edn London. 1967), p. l.I.S. 

Dover. RNJ 28 (19.S.S-7). 149-68; I.oeh Doon. RNJ .18 
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obverse of class H with a 25 point reverse. Nos 39-42 (D/FG) with 24 points, nos 179-80 
(D/E) with 25 points and no. 270 (FG) with 28 points are varieties not recorded by Burns. 

No. 269, a coin of class E with 28 point reverse, is from an obverse die with the error 
reading ERA for GRA. This die has also been noted on a coin (Stewart) with 25 point 
reverse and is, I believe, the first example of an obverse die in this coinage to be noted as 
having been used in conjunction with reverses with different numbers of points, apart from 
the anomalous obverse dies of class H. It could either represent a die-link between mints; 
or the use of a reverse die at the wrong mint (as happened with a ‘Canterbury’ die of 
Edward I or II on a coin in the Mayfield hoard);"* or, conceivably, an argument against the 
whole theory, accepted by all numismatists since Burns, that the variation in stars and 
mullets on the reverses of Alexandrian sterlings was designed to differentiate between the 
products of different mints opened for the Scottish equivalent of the English recoinage of 
1279. Further evidence is needed before we can judge which of these possibilities seems 
most likely. ■*’ 

The following coins were retained for public collections: 

British Museum 1 of nos 4-16, 1 of nos 17-21, no. 38, 1 of nos 181-8, no. 202, 1 of 

nos 203-6, 1 of nos 263-4, no. 271 and no. 272. 

Bowes Museum 1 of nos 146-53. 

Cleveland County 

Museum 1 of nos 53-80, 1 of nos 181-8 and 1 of nos 253-61. 

Dorman Museum 1 of nos 4-16. 


List of Scottish Coins from the Middridge Hoard 

Alexander III, 2nd Coinage, sterlings 

Reverse with 24 points (4 mullets of 6 points) - 135 coins 

1. S. class A (B. group I, class II). Same dies as B. fig. 147A. 1 

2. S. class A/C mule (B. I, II/III), G’RA. 1 

3. -, DEI:GRA. I 

4-16. S. class B (B.I, I) 13 

17-21. B/C mules (B. I, I/III) 5 

22-33. S. class C (B. I, III). One has cross potent on obv.; another, a stop before DEI, GRA:, 
and SEO; another GRa:; and another rex-. (A few of these could be S. class FG (B. 

II, III) but the head is not always clear.) 12 

34. S. class C/A mule (B. I, III/II). Rev. reads rex (x over O ?) SCOT:TO rvm I 

35-7. C/B mules (B. I, III/I) 3 


M. M. Archibald, ’The Mayfield (Sussex) 196S Hoard In collaboration with Mr J. J. North I hope in due 

of English Pence and French Gros, c.1307’. Mints, Dies and course to publish a new analysis of the Alexander Single- 
Currency, edited by R. A. G. Carson (London, 1971), pp, cross sterlings which with address this and several other 

151-9 (at p. 153); in the same volume (pp. 212 and 272) I problems that have become apparent in the arrangement of 

have suggested that a die of Alexander Ill’s long voided the series, and a number of unusual coins from the Mid- 
cross coinage with the mint signature Dun was in fact used at dridge hoard will be illustrated in that context. 

Edinburgh, 



TABLE I Scottish Sterlings of Alexander III in the Middridge Hoard 


Burns Classes 

I 

l/II 

I/I 1 1 

II 

II/I 

II/III 


III 

1 1 I/I 

Ill/II 

III/I.I 





Total 

GROUP 1 (Stewart) 

B 

B/A 

B/C 

A 

. 

A/C 


C 

C/B 

C/A 







All 24 pts. (4x6) 

15 

0 

5 

I 


2 


12 

5 

1 






57 

GROUP II (Stewart) 

D 

D/E 

D/FG 

E 

E/D 

E/FG 

E/R 

FG 

FG/D FG/E 

FG/B FG/R 

R H/D 

H/E 

H/FG 

J 


20 pts. (4x5) 




Id 












10 

21 pis. (.5x5. 1X6) 






0 


0 








0 

22 pts. (2x5, 2x6) 


0 


0 












0 

2.5 pts. (1x5. 5x6) 




8 



4 

12 








24 

24 pts. (4x6) 

0 

1 

4 

6 

0 

4 


40 

II 

25 

5 1 

1 0 

0 

2 

0 

98 

25 pts. (5x6. 1x7) 

9 

2 

8 

0 

2 

5 


5 

5 

0 




1 


55 

26 pts. (2x6. 2x7) 

4 

2 


15 

17 

2 


2 

9 

11 



2 



62 

27 pts. (1x6. 5x7) 




0 












0 

2« pts. (4x7) 


1 


4 




1 








6 

Total Droiij) II 

15 

6 

12 

41 

19 

9 

4 

58 

25 

56 

5 1 

1 0 

2 

5 

0 

255 

Total, both j^rou/is 

26 

6 

17 

42 

19 

II 

4 

70 

28 

57 

5 1 

1 0 

2 

5 

0 

270 


TABLE 2 Scottish Sterlings of Alexander III in the Bootham, Boyton. Broughton, Dover, Loch Doon and Renfrew Hoards 


Burns C'lasscs 

1 

I/ll 

I/III 

II 

II/I 

II/III 


III 

1 1 I/I 

III/Il 

III/I.I 





Total 

GROUP 1 (Stewart) 

B 

B/A 

B/C 

A 


A/C 


C 

C/B 

C/A 







All 24 pts. (4X6) 

44 

1 

22 

5 


1 


57 

17 

1 






146 

GROUP II (Stewart) 

D 

D/E 

D/FG 

E 

E/D 

E/FG 

E/R 

FG 

FG/D FG/E 

FG/B 

FG/R 

R H/D 

H/E 

H/FG 

J 

20 pts. (4x5) 




51 












51 

21 pts. (5x5. 1X6) 






1 


1 








2 

22 pts. (2x5. 2x6) 


0 


2 












2 

25 pis. (1x5. 5x6) 




11 



0 

16 








27 

24 pts. (4X6) 

8 

6 

6 

24 

0 

1 


126 

20 

59 

2 

0 

1 0 

0 

5 

1 257 

25 pts. (5x6. 1 x7) 

9 

0 

5 

0 

9 

7 


12 

15 

5 





0 

55 

26 pts. (2X6. 2x7) 

28 

9 


55 

51 

8 


4 

16 

20 




0 


151 

27 pts. (1x6. 5x7) 




0 












0 

28 pts. (4x7) 


0 


6 




1 








7 

Total j>rimi) II 

45 

15 

11 

109 

55 

17 

0 

160 

49 

64 

2 

0 

1 0 

0 

5 

1 510 

Total, both t>roiii>.s 

89 

16 

55 

112 

55 

18 

0 

217 

66 

65 

2 

0 

1 0 

0 

5 

1 656 


GC 
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TABLE 3 Scottish Sterlings of Alexander III in Seven Hoards (Tables 1 and 2 combined) 


Burns Cltisses 

I 

I/I I 

I/lll 

11 

II/l 

II/lll 


III 

11 I/I 

Ill/II 

IlI/I.I 





Total 

GROUP I {Stewart) 

B 

B/A 

B/C 

A 

. 

A/C 


C 

C/B 

C/A 







All 24 pts. (4x6) 

57 

I 

27 

4 


3 


69 

20 

2 






183 

GROUP II (Stewart) 

D 

D/E 

D/FG 

E 

E/D 

E/FG 

E/R 

EG 

FG/D FG/E 

FG/B FG/R 

R 

H/D 

H/E 

H/FG 

J 

20 pts. (4x5) 




41 












41 

21 pts. (3x5, 1 x6) 






1 


1 








2 

22 pts. (2x5, 2x6) 


0 


2 












2 

23 pts. (1x5, 3x6) 




19 



4 

28 








51 

24 pts. (4x6) 

8 

7 

10 

30 

0 

5 


166 

31 

64 

5 1 

2 

0 

0 

5 

1 335 

25 pts. (3x6, 1x7) 

18 

2 

13 

0 

4 

10 


15 

18 

5 





1 

86 

26 pts. (2x6, 2x7) 

32 

11 


48 

48 

10 


6 

25 

31 




2 


213 

27 pts. (1x6, 3x7) 




0 












0 

28 pts. (4x7) 


1 


10 




2 
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Total group II 

58 

21 

23 

150 

52 

26 

4 

218 

74 

UK) 

5 1 

2 

0 

2 

6 

1 743 

Total, both groups 

115 

22 

50 

154 

52 

29 

4 

287 

94 

102 

5 1 

2 

0 

2 

6 

1 926 


SCOTTISH STERLINGS FROM THE MIDDRIDGE HOARD 



SCOTTISH STERLINGS FROM THE MIDDRIDGE HOARD 89 

38. S. class D/E mule (B. II, I/II) I 

39-42. S. class D/FG mules (B. II, I/III) 4 

43-8. S. class E (B. II, II) 6 

49-52. S. class E/FG mules (B. II, II/III) 4 

53-80. S. class FG (B. II, III), Burns 1st. and 2nd. heads 28 

81-92. -, Burns 3rd. head 12 

93-5. S. class FG/B mules (B. II, III/I, I), one with plain cross on rev. (same dies as Dover 

482) 3 

96-7. S. class FG/D mules (B. II, III/I), Burns 1st. or 2nd. heads 2 

98-106. -, Burns 3rd. head, one with plain cross on rev. 9 

107-22. S. class FG/E mules (B. II, III/II), Burns 1st. and 2nd. heads 16 

123-31. -, Burns 3rd. head 9 

132. New class (R), see Dover 402 1 

133. Mule with reverse of class R, as preceding, and obv. of class FG (B. II, III), 1st. or 

2nd. head 1 

134-5. S. class H (anomalous obverses, with rev. of S. class FG, B. II, III), both read CRA 2 


Reverse with 20 points (4 mullets of 5 points), all of Burns group II - 10 coins 

136-45. S. class E (B. II). one without stop on obv. or points on rev., 4 with stop before er and 
without points on rev., 5 with stop before er. one point in 2nd. quarter, and two 


points in 4th quarter. 10 

Reverse with 23 points (1 mullet of 5 pts and 3 of 6). all of Burns group II - 24 coins 
146-53. S. class E (B. II) 8 

154-7. Mules with obv. of class E and rev. of new class R 4 

158-69. S. class FG (B. III). Burns 3rd. head 12 

Reverse with 25 points (3 mullets of 6 points, 1 star of 7). all of Burns group II - 33 coins 
170-8. S. class D (B. I), one with plain cross on reverse 9 

179-80. S. class D/E mules (B. I/II) 2 

181-8. S. class D/FG mules (B. I/III), 4 with unusual head (see B. lig. 164) 8 

189-90. S. class E/D mules (B. II/l). one with plain cross on rev. 2 

191-3. S. class E/FG mules (B. II/IIl) 3 

194-6. S. class FG (B. III). 1st. or 2nd. heads 3 

197-201. S. class FG/D mules (B. III/I), 2nd. head, one with plain cross on rev. 5 

202. S. class H (anomalous obv. with B. Ill rev.), ora I 
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Reverse with 26 points (2 mullets of 6 points, 2 stars of 7), all of Burns group 11-62 coins (All with 


stars in Rex and Tor quarters unless otherwise stated.) 

2().V6. S. class D (B.l) 4 

207. S. class D/E mule (B. l/II) 1 

208. with mullets in Rex and Tor quarters 1 

209-21. S. class E (B. II) 13 

222-38. S. class E/D mules (B. II/I) 17 

239-40. S. class E/FG mules (B. II/Ill), with mullets in Rex and Tor quarters. 2 

241-2. S. class FG (B. Ill), Burns 3rd head, with mullets in Rex and Tor quarters. 2 

243-5. S. class FG/D mules (B. III/I), Burns 2nd head 3 

246-51. -,3rd head 6 

252. S. class FG/E mule (B. III/II), Burns 2nd. head 1 

253-61. -, 3rd head 9 

262. -, -, with mullets in Rex and Tor quarters (rev. die same as Dover 629) 1 

263-4. S. class H (anomalous obv. with B. 11 rev.), grac 2 

Reverse with 28 points (4 stars of 7 points), all of Burns group II - 6 coins 

265. S. class D/E mule (B. I/II), unusual face (cf. Burns fig. 163B) 1 

266-8. S. class E (B. II) 3 

269. -, reads era for GRA 1 

270. .S. class FG (B. Ill) 1 

Httlfpenny 

271. 2 mullets of 6 points (illustrated Coin Hoards II, (ig. 26, no. 17) 1 

John Balliol, sterlings 

272. 1st (rough) issue, Rex Scotoriim 1 

273-4. 2nd (smooth) issue, Rex Scotorum 2 



NOTES ON THE GOLD COINAGE OF ELIZABETH I 


I. D. BROWN and C. H. COMBER 


I. Introduction 

The gold coinage of Elizabeth 1 is a much neglected series. The account given by Kenyon 
in 1<S84 even with Montagu's additions of 1895 is incomplete and contains confusing 
errors.' More recent listings in the standard works of Brooke, North, and Seaby are more 
accurate but rather brief.- The latter two further suffer from inappropriate attempts to 
divide the series into different issues. Whitton gave the most accurate and well referenced 
check list of the known coins. The milled gold coins have been described by Borden and 
Brown."' Only Kenyon and Brooke attempted to set the coinage in the context of the 
documented history of the mint which has been the subject of works by Ruding, Symonds, 
Craig, and Challis.'' In view of the increase in our understanding of the workings of the 
Elizabethan mint in recent years a review- of this coinage is overdue. 

II. Numismatic History 

The coinage has been divided into three issues in accordance with the scheme proposed by 
one of us in an earlier article.'' 


First (Tentative) Issue (1558-1572) 

On 31 December 1558 Elizabeth 1 issued a commission to Sir Edmund Peckham 
authorising him to strike sovereigns (30/-). angels (10/-) and half-angels in fine gold (995 
fine) and pounds (20/-). half-pounds, crowns (3/-) and half-crowns in crown gold (917 fine). 
Mary had struck only fine gold. Crown gold, w'hich was a product of Henry VllEs 
debasement, had la.st been issued by Edw'ard VI. Initially very little crown gold w'as struck 
but within four years it had entirely displaced fine gold in the mint output presumably 
because its better wearing qualities commended it to the merchants. An indenture was 
signed on 8 November 156() with Thomas Stanley establishing the terms of the silver 
recoinage. This indenture also authorised Stanley to strike sovereigns (3(E-). ryals (15/-). 
angels (10/-) and half-angels in Hnc gold and pounds (20/-), half-pounds, crowns (5/-) and 
half-crowns in crown gold but no ryals or pounds (apart from some rare pattern pounds 
with privy mark rose) were apparently struck during the term of this indenture. 

On 24 October 1561 Stanley's fine and crown gold w-ere pyxed along w'ilh the recoinage 
silver. Subsequently new denominations w'erc issued in silver according to a proclamation 
dated 15 November 1561 (the commission authorising the change is now lost) and they 
bore the privy mark broad arrow head (pheon).' Since no gold coins arc known with this 


' R 1.. Kciudii. Oolil Coins of r.niitnnil (LonjKn, ISN.)). 
pp. 121 l.'.s. It Mimiajiu. 't.npulilistK’d sinlil coin^ I'l 
P.liziihcih'. (V( tnl Sci I.S (ISyS). 

- G. C. Brooki.'. EnjiUsh Coots (Li'iidon. 1V.'2): J. J. 
Nonh. Eoalisli linmincnul Conitii'r. Vol. 2(l.i)iulon. 
Sciil'v's Sliimltirtl C<itiiloi;iif iil linlisll Coots. 24lli Pililion 
(LL'iidiin. 1VS9). 

' C. .X Whiltoii. Cliziihctli's hiimmcad gi)ld'. S'Cirt 
(I‘M9),5S. 

■*0 Ci Borden .iiid I I). Ilnnvn, 'Milled eoinnue ol 
Elizabelh 1". tlXJ. 5^ ( IVS.-^j. lll.S-1.12 


I< Kudm;;. Aonith oj iltc ( iioitif;t‘ ol liriinoi noil tts 
Di’peniU'itcifs (LimuIdii. ISI7); It Sxiiiiinds. ’"I he mint nl 
queen Eliziiheil) .ind those who worked there". .V(', .llh set, 
Ih 1 1'JIfi). <'I-|II.Sl j t rai}!. ritf Mot! {Canibrid^e Ib'.rj: ( 
E. (’halli^. Ihc' t'liilor f"w"ri((s;<' fMaiteheeter. IV7.S(, 

'■ I D lirtiwn. A elassilic.ilion ol the coin.iee ol r.liz.i- 
belli r. SC or 92. llWSd). 1 If. 

' Ttidor Koyiil t’rot lnioiiltiio\ . Ldileil b\ P 1.. I liiehes 
and I. E Larkin (New Haven and l.oiulon. l9(i4-9) V'nl 2. 
I'roelaniation 4S7 
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mark it had previously been assumed that no gold was struck between October 1561 and 
October 1565, the period when this mark was in use on the silver. However, the mint 
records show that £112,466 was struck in crown gold and £686 in tine gold during this 
period. This large issue must have been marked with either a cross crosslct or a rose (the 
mark which directly follows cross crosslet on the gold and which was introduced on the 
silver in October 1565). Although the pyxing of cross crosslct gold in October 1561 
suggests that the mark should have been changed at that time, no tine gold coins are known 
w ith the mark rose and the cross crosslct crown gold coins are themselves so common that 
they must represent an issue much hirger than the £3812 struck before October 1561. 
Furthermore the bust punch used on the half-pound undergoes a deterioration during this 
period which allows an approximate dating of individual dies. Examination of the coins 
suggests that the bulk of the cross crosslet half-pounds were struck after the last cross 
crosslet shillings were produced in the early summer of 1561. The only reasonable 
conclusion is that the cross crosslet mark was used on the gold for some years after it had 
been superseded on the silver. This conclusion is supported by the tmalysis of sales records 
de.scribed below and the existence of several dies with the privy mark rose stamped over 
cross crosslct. The proclamation of 15 November 1561 did not mention any clumges in the 
gold and subsequent issues were almost entirely restricted to crown gold in the previously 
authorised denominations. There was, however, an issue of fine gold struck between .July 
1567 and February 1570 that probably included the quarter-angel w'hich had not previously 
been authorised. It might therefore have been the subject of a special commission that is 
now lost. The comparative scarcity of surviving coins from what was a relatively large issue 
of fine gold suggests that these coins may have been struck for some special purpose and 
that most were subsequently melted down or exported to pay a foreign debt. 

Between 1561 and 1568 Eloye Mestrellc operated a mint in the 'l ower which produced 
gold (and silver) coins by machinery. The.se coins are differentiated from the regular issues 
not only by their superior quality but by the use of different mint marks (star and lis) and a 
design which omits the inner beaded circle. All of the lis gold coins have serrated edges, 
one of the first attempts to produce a .security edge on coins. Mestrelle's coinage and the 
events surrounding his time at the Tow'er mint have been described by Borden and 
Brown. 


Second (Restoration} Issue (1572-1593) 

Stanley’s death on 15 December 1571 provided an opportunity to restructure the 
administration of the mint and to make changes in the gold coinage in order to restore it to 
the pre-1524 standard as had been done in 1561 with the silver. An indenture was signed on 
19 April 1572 with John Lonison for the issue of angels, angelets (half-angels) and 
quarter-angels in fine gold. With the reintroduction of these denominations in the gold, the 
coins being produced at the mint were identical in w-eight and fineness with the 
predebasement eoins of Henry VIll. Only their valuations in money of account was 
different (they were valued at 50 per cent above their original values). On 1 November 
1577 Lonison was also commissioned to produce sovereigns of 30/- and ryals of 15/- in fine 
gold but none appear to have been struck. The commission expired on 15 September 1578 
when a slightly debased fineness (992) was introduced in an attempt to improve mint 
efficiency. This reduction in standard was effected by a series of short term commissions 
which are summarized by Challis.*^ The changes are small and arc not indicated by visible 
changes in either the fabric or design of the coins themselves. Opportunity was taken in 


^ C. E Cluilhs. p. .■'2.^, 
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1583 to rationalise the silver denominations when a new indenture was signed with Richard 
Martin on 30 January 1583 but the gold coinage remained unchanged in this indenture 
except that the traditional 995 tine standard was once again restored. 

In order to finance the expedition of the earl of Leicester to the Netherlands in 1585, the 
Government issued a privy seal warrant on 20 April 1584, authorizing the striking of nobles 
(15/- = ryal) and double nobles (30/- = sovereign). English nobles had long been widely 
accepted as a standard currency in the Netherlands and were subject to extensive copying 
there. They therefore provided the natural medium for financing the British expedition. 
Between 3 May 1584 and 31 January 1587 the sum of £27936 was struck in these two 
denominations.'^ a small issue consisting of about 3.000 nobles and 15,000 double nobles 
(compare these figures with the issue of about 100,000 angels during the same period). 
Leicester also apparently struck some of these coins in Amsterdam using the regular 
London dies but unofficial imitations with irregular legends were also produced in the low 
countries. This coinage and its background was described in detail by Thompson, and Ives 
gave an interesting account of the Dutch imitation nobles. The treatment of the throne 
decoration on the double nobles was the subject of a paper by Whichcr." 


Third (Raiioncdised) Issue (1593-1603) 

The third issue was initiated by a new indenture with Richard Martin signed on 1(1 June 
1593 which authorised the iissue of crown gold coins in the denominations of 20/- (pound). 
10/-. 5/- (crown) and 2/6. Since the silver continued to bo struck under the terms of the old 
indenture we may assume that this was also his authority to continue striking fine gold, a 
view confirmed by the woolpack pyx which mentions all the five previously authorised fine 
gold denominations although only the angel and its fractions appear to have been struck 
after (he end of the tun mark. The reason for the rcintroduction of the crown gold standard 
is not known but we may surmise that it was demand from the merchant community 
requiring a better wearing coin. 

In 1601 a new indenture was signed with Sir Thomas Knyvet which reduced the weights 
of all denominations. Authority was given to strike angels, half-angels and quarter-angels 
in fine gold and pounds, half-pounds, crowns and half-crowns in crown gold. The half and 
quarter-angels arc not known and the smaller crown gold denominations arc rare. 

III. Analysis 

Challis summarises the various indentures and commissions which authorised the striking 
of the coins and he gives a detailed breakdown of the quantities of gold coined at different 
periods during the reign.'- From this it is usually possible to estimate the size of the issue 
bearing a given privy mark. However there arc ambiguities and these have been resolved 
in two ways. The first involves reference to the records of the pyx trials published by 
Symonds. About one coin in every 3()() struck was set aside in the pyx and was later tested 
to ensure that it met the required standards of weight and fineness. A knowledge of the size 
of the pyx can thus be used to estimate the size of the coinage from which it was drawn. 
The second method involves the use of records of coins offered for sale. A detailed analysis 
of Seaby's Coin and Medal Bulletin from 1937-1983 and Spink’s Nunusntalic Circular from 


" AIiIkui^Ii ihcsc iJcnoiiiiiKiljoii', ciiiiliiuicd U) lie iiiinU-a Ncu York, lyjlj 

uniil ;it least I.■i92. the niiijorily <il the coins were stniek " S. Whiehei. 'Isi'es ol lliione Iiealineill on the line' 
liefoie I.SS7 soveieiiins ol Lli/’alielli iliirini; the [leriod I5S4 to I5V7'. 

'".I I), A. I honi|iMiii. 'F.li/abelhan lyaK am! llieii tliileli \Cin I, April IWS) 
iiniiatioiis'. VC. Cilh set. ! (I'MI). l.s')-lns. 11. L hes. ' E. ( hallis. p '!(i7-.s. 

Imiuitions oj llic- luiislUh .VoWe. \'\\l 'I.’ (A NS. ''II. Svmonils. p. ol ID.S 
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1948-1983 revealed that between them they have offered for sale a total 1369 Elizabethan 
gold coins. The summary given of this record in table 1 should, of course, be used with 
considerable care when estimating the sizes of issues of coins with different privy mtirks. 
There are many e.xamples of the same coin being offered on two or three occasions over a 
period of several months and even a unique coin could pass through the sales rooms several 
times during a fifty year period. Nevertheless, for most issues there is a good correlation 
between the sales record and the mint records. Coins with a face value of about £1 appear 
in the sales record for every £2000 worth of coin issued. The exceptions to this are the 
crown gold coins of the third issue and the sovereigns and nobles which, because of their 
greater desirability, appear in the sales record at the rate of about £5 for every £2000 
issued. Assuming that the same ratio applies to the mill coins which arc also much sought 
after by collectors, we have estimated that about £16000 was struck in milled gold coin. 
Tabic 1 lists all known denominations and privy marks together with the sales record and. 
where available, the mint record of the size of the issue. Where the mint records are 
incomplete we have attempted to estimate the issue size using the sales and pyx records. 
Estimated issues are given in parentheses. We have provided extensive notes to table 1 
which provide a chronological commentary on the coinage. Details of the mint indentures 
and commissions are taken from Challis. Most of the pyx records are taken from Symonds 
but we are indebted to C. E. Challis for supplying information on the pyxes for the tun. 
woolpack and key marks from the Goldsmiths Company of London minute book N. 

Table 2 gives a listing of the known coins and major varieties by denomination. It is 
based on the extimination of coins in the major collections and photographs appearing in 
sales lists. We have accepted attributions only where the piece is accessible to public 
scrutiny i.e. it exists in a public collection or a photograph is available either in sales 
catalogues or in the plates accompanying this paper. 

TABLIi I 

Dcnoiniiiaiioiis and privy marks of Elizahcih I I’ohl 

This table should be read in conjunction with the notes. The first column gives the privy murk and dates 
between which the coins with this mark were sinick. The second column shows the face value struck in each 
metal during the privy mark period. Values in parentheses are estimates (see text), The remaining columns 
indicate the number of specimens in the sales record for each denomination and privy mark. .A blank or a dash 
indicates that the particular combination is unknown. Although the sales record is an indication of rarity, 
particularly desirable coins tend to be over-represented. 
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M Dec. 
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20 April l5<S-( 
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Two Fine AU (£1 000) (5) 

15 May 1602- 

24 Mar. 1603 Crown AU (£7 000) 


( 0 ) ( 0 ) 


(14) (0) 
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IV. Notes to liihlc I 

Us (HtimiiterctI). Gold coins were struck with this murk until 31 July 1560 tind six ol the seven iiuthorised 
denominations are known, the exception being the pound. Only a few thousand pieces of the crown gold were 
struck, the bulk of the issue being of line gold angels. Two varieties of the angels are kiurw'u. those having only 
a wire line inner circle ;md those having the beaded inner circle that was standard tor the rest ol the reign. No 
record remains of the pyx of these coins which was presumably held in August 1560. No gold coins with the lis 
m;irk were struck after this date and no gold coins of this mark were included in the pyx of 24 October 1561 
which did include lis mark silver coins struck between August and October 1560. In an earlier paper one of us 
suggested that the silver coins from this second pyx were those bearing the inner beaded circle and that the 
coins from the presumed pyx of August 1560 were those without the beaded inner circle. '■* Since no lis marked 
gold coins were included in the later pyx but the majoiity have the beaded inner circle, this theory is no longer 
tenable. The inclusion of coins with the same mark in two pyxes held at different times is unusiuil but appears 
also to have occurreil with the gold cross crossict coins (sec above) and with the silver mill errins with the star 
mark, though unfortunately in none of these cases are both pyxes documented. The beaded inner circle was 
probably added early in 1560, consistent with the observation that the silver lis coins with the headed inner 
circle are more common than those w'ith only the wire line circle. 

Cross Crossict. The mintage accounts for the cross crossict mark are divideil into three periods as follow's: 






Fine AU 

Crown AU 

1 Dec. 

1.56tK31 

Oct. 

1561 

£6469 

£.3812 

1 Nov. 

1561-31 

Oct. 

1562 

686 

751.33 

1 Jan. 

L56.3-3I 

Aug. 

1565 


373.3.3 


This sum presumably also includes the mill coin w'ith privy mark star and thiy has been alK'wed for in estimating 
the size of the cross crossict issue. The pyx of 24 October 1561 contained £10. 15.0 in tine gold in pieces of .40/- 
anil 15/- (sic) and £10. 10.0 in crown goltl in pieces of 20/-, 10.'-. 5/- and 2/6. 'I'he mention of 1.5.'- and 20/- means 
only that these denominations were authorised, not that they were necessarily represented in the pyx. but the 
pyx must alsci have included angels and half-angels since the sum of £19. 15.0 cannot be made up only of pieces 
of 30/-. A secoml pyx must have been lieUI later in 1565 since cross crossict coins were not mentioned in the pyx 
that included the broad arrow head silver (13 February 1567). 

Star (Mill). Coins with this mark were struck by Eloye Mestrelle using machinery. They are rouiul tind well 
struck and lack the innei headed circle found on the regular coinage. There is no record of the indenture with 
Mestrelle. nor of the pyx which may have taken place in 1565 at the same time as the presumeil second cross 
crossict pyx. The estimate of the size of this issue is baserl on the sales record on the assumption that £2.000 was 
issued for every £5 in the sales record. 

Rose ami Poricitllis. These coins were pyxed on 13 February 1567. 

Lion. These eoins were pyxed with those of privy mark coronet on 13 February 1571. 

The estimated crown gold issue ol £42,671 is based on the know n combineil issue ol t62..S71 lor Hie 
coronet, castle and lis (mill) marks and the relative frei|uency of the coins in the sales record. Coronet coins 
were pyxed on 13 February 1571 together with those of lion and lis (mill). The total value of all gold coins in this 
pyx was £172. 

Lis (Mill). Gold coins bearing this mark were machine struck by Eloye Mestrelle until liis appieheiision on I 
.September I56K on charges of complicity in forgery. Alter his siibseiiuenl reinstatement m Ihe mint the mark 
continued to be used on silver coins until 1570 but no further gold was struck. Gold coins w ith the lis mark have 
serrated edges, an early form of 'milling', but otherwise ihey aie similar in appearance to Ihe star coins. The 


I. D. Brown. A new minlinark tin Lli/alKlIi T. VCirr Tlie leiiii colonel i"- iiscil here lo .oonl contusion wiih llie 
81) (1972). .59-611. crown gold slaiulartl and the crown denonnnalion 

•' In conloniporary docninenls ihis mark Is calleil a crown. 



estimate ot the size of the issue is based on the sales record (see star). Lis coins were pyxed on 13 February 1571 
with those of coronet and lion. 

Casilv. For the estimate of the size of this issue see coronet. The pyx was held on 7 May 1.572. No details are 
given. 

Erntiiic. Coins to the value of £57.10.0 were pyxed on 30 October 1573. 

Acorn. Coins to the value of £32.2.6 were pyxed on 25 May 1574. 

Eghnline. Coins to the value of £56.2.6 were pyxed on 17 May l,5fit). 

(Greek or Phtini Cros.s. These coins were struck under a new commission at sliglitly reduced (ineness (962 
rather than 965). The sales reports given in the table are appro.ximate since the distinction between the mark 
cross' (all limbs equal) and long cross' (extended low'ci limb) was not always made in the earlier dealer's lists. 
Coins to the value of £48.10.0 were pyxed on 17 May 1580. 

(Laiin or} Long Cross. Struck at the lower stjindard. It is possible that no coins were struck before 28 
November 1580. the date of the first commission that fell within the long cross period. Coins to the value of 
£64.0.0 were pyxed on 5 July 1582. 

Sword. These coins were also struck at the lower standard anil coins to the value of £80. 12. b were pyxed on 26 
November 1583. 

Bell. The amount of the issue has been estimtited from the sales records, the sizes of the pyx and the mint 
records which show that £76.535 was issued during the period of the bell and A marks. Bell coins to the value of 
£72.2.6 were pyxed on 26 November 1583. 

A. See bell for the method of estim.iting the size of this issue. Coins to the value of £106. 17.6 were pyxed on 13 
February 1.585. 

Scallop. The size of the issue is estimated from mint records but some coins included under crescent may hav e 
been struck with the scallop mtirk This m;irk saw the largest issue of .30/- and 15.'- in the reign, about half of all 
the gold being struck in these denominations, but the issue was still small, the frequency of these pieces in the 
sales record relleeting more their desirability than their abundance. Coins with the scallop mark were pvxed on 
30 May 1587. 

Cre.scen!. See scallop regarding the size of the issue. The records of the pyx are missing, 

Hiinit. There is no record of the pyx trial. 

Tun. Fine gold to the value of £23.5.0 in pieces of 10/-. 5/- and 2/b and crown gold to the value ol £34. 7.0 in 
pieces of 20,/-. 10/-. 5/- and 2./6 were pyxed on 8 May 1594. Although the tine sovereign of 3t)/- is not mentioned 
in this pyx it is a relatively common coin. Records for the tun, woolpack and key marks are not complete and 
the issue sizes have had to be reconstructed. The total issue for these three marks has been estimated at £73.195 
bv Challis, Craig provides a breakdown for this period and arrives at a similar total. The estimates given in 
the table have been based on these figures, the sales record and the size of the pyxes. The indenture that 
initiated the third issue was signed during the course of the tun mark. Fine gold coins ha\e been assigned to the 
.second issue although some may have been struck during the period of the third issue. New designs were 
introduced for the third issue crown gold and patterns of the half-pound are known. The pound coins are fairly 
rare and some have lions at the end of their obverse legend which may relate to the legislation of 1575 which 
introduced the lion passant guiirdant as a mark for 22 ct gold. This was the tirst issue of crown gold since the 
legislation was passed. 

Woolpack. In the pyx of 13 February 1596, £10. 10,0 was included in fine gold in denominations of ,30/-, 15,'-. 
10/-. 5,/- and 2('6 and £83,2.6 in crown gold in denominations of 20/-. 10/-. 5/- and 2/6. Probably not all the line 
gold denominations were struck with this mark and in any case none are now known though some key 
quarter-angels have the privy mark struck over woolpack. See tun for a discussion of the estimates of the sizes 
of the issues, 

J Craig, p -t 14-5. 


C. E. Challis, p. .tOS. 
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AVv. Fine gold to the value of £52,7,6 in pieoei, of II)/-, 5/- and 2/6 and crowii gold to the value of £5(1.12.6 in 
pieces of 2(J/-, )()/-. 5/- and 2/6 were pyxed on 7 February 1599, In spite of the large pv\ size ilie three aneci 
denominations are rare as are the 5/- and 2/6 in crown gold. The estimates for the Issue size are based on the 
hgure given by Craig hut there is a serious discrepancy between the ligures given by E'raig and those given bv 
Clialhs for the crown gold struck during the marks key and anchor. 

Aiirlior. The ostinmtes of the issue size are based on the mint records ;ts given by Craig (but see above under 
key). The coins were pvxed on i^O April 161)0. 

Cypher. The estimate of the size of the i.ssue are based on the figures given by Challis and the sales record. The 
coins were pyxed on 20 May 1601. 

One, The sizes of the issues have been estimtited from the mint records for the combined periods of marks one 
and two (£1 ,292 in fine gold and £21 ,739 in crown gold), the pyx records (for mark 2) and the sales record. The 
pyx records for one are missing but the trial was held on 14 May 1602. 

Two. See privy mark one for the method of estimating the sizes of this issue. Coins to the value of £3,12.6 in 
fine gold and £24.10,0 in crown gold were pyxed on 7 June 1603, 

TABLE 2 
of Vnrichn 

Table 2 A ananged by denominasion and wilhiu each denoininciiio/i ehronologie<itiy, Vnrhtlioiis in biiM.s a/id 
legend rending.'; are noied. In all case.'; tiw proven a) tee given refers to a ptiblie codec lion, lo an 11 last ration Ic.g. in 
a sales eaitdogne) or lo one of ihe piaics. Where none ofihese is avaitahle ciiaiions are given lo places where the 
piece has been referred to. bnt these .shoidd not he taken a.s evidenee that such a piece e.visls. The bast numbering 
i.s taken front Brown and Comber for the hanunered coins and from reference tn Borden and Brown for the 
milled. 

Abbreviations ii.sed for Frovenanees 

AM Asimiolean Museum, O.xford 

Barnes J, H, Barnes, Sotheby, 26 June 1974 

BM British Mu.seuin, London. 

CFIC C. H. Comber, Private Collection 

Clout Cl onier brook Trust (Lockett coins). Glendining/Baldwin. 7 June 1974 

Doublcday Gordon V. Donblcday. Glendiihng, 20 November 1961 

FM Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge 

Glen Gieiidining’s Auction (date) - lot number 

Graham K. V. Graham, Glendining, 12 June 1963 

H Hunterian Cabinet. Glasgow 

Ilird Aiderman il. IJird. Glendining. 3(1 May 1961 

LM City and County Museum, Lincoln 

Lockett R. C. Lockett. English sales, Glendmiug. 1955-1961 - lot iiumbei 

(Plate numbers refer to the photographs of coins not illustrated in die catalogues. These can be viewed at the 
Briii.sh Museum.) 

Murdoch J, G Murdoch, Sotheby. 31 March 1903 

Noble Mr A: Mrs B. R, Noble, Glendining/Spiiik, II December 1975 

Raynes VV. L. Raynes. Glendiiiing, 15 February 1951) 

Ryan V. J. L. Ryan. Gleudimng, 28 June 1950 

Spink Spinks Aueiioit Catalogues (Sale number) - lot number 

SCMB Scabv’s Coin and Medal Biilleiin - (date) - coin number 

NCirc Spinks i\himisinaiie Circular - (date) -- coin number 

TBCT T. Bryan Clarke Tbornbill. Glendining, 24 May 19,57 

Although many coins from the V. J, L. Ryan (Glendining 28 June 1950) and IT C, Lockett (1 1 Oet. 1956, 4 
Nov. 1958; 26 Apr, 1960 and 17 Nov, 1961 ) colleeiions have subsc<.|ucnily reappeared on the market, wc have 
retained the origimil reference unless the coin is now in a museum collection. 

I D, Brown and C. II. Comber. 'Pori ran Punches used ( f98.S), 9(1-6: D. G. Borden and 1 13 Bnmii, p OW-rO 
on the Hammered Coimige ol (Jueeii Clizalvifi I', /(.'V7 58 
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GOLD COIN AGE OI- ELIZABETH I 


Ohvcrse 

Reverse 

Til rone Pillars 
Throne Buck 

.\'nnihcr 

A1 

A2 

A3 

A4 

A3 

Obverse 

Reverse 


SOVEREIGN OF 30 SHILLINGS 


First Issue 

EI IZARPTII- IV'rP.’ANG ’FRA.'ET HIBF, ’REGINA: . 

(Oiieen seated on throne, portcullis below] 

A:DNO’FACTV’EST ISTVn;ET ESI MtRAH 'IN:OCVLlS NRIS ’ 
[Royal arms on Tudor Rose] 

Five large pellets each side. 

Pellets in lozenge hatching. 

Varieties 


Obi erse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

I’rovenaitee 

Lis. 

/.iltlB.’ 

no chains on 
portcullis 

Lis, 

Z for El 

tSTV MIRA OC VI. 


AM. Lockett-lb4S 
(pl. 8) 

Lis, 

/..IIIB.- 

no chains on 
portcullis 

Lis, 

z for FT 

MIRAB) OCV 


Rvan-2biS. Glen (3 Oct 
l%3 1-1.36 

Lis. 

7. IIIR.' 

no chains on 
portcullis 

Lis. 

Z for El 

.MIRAUl OGV NRt 


BM 

Cross Crosslet 

Cross Crosslet/ 
lis 

tSTV MIRA GGVL 

ET over z 

Same R die as A 1 

BM. SCMB (Dec. 1983F 
EG9.3. 

Locket 1-1949. 

Ravnes-l 13. 

Glen (28 Nov. 19741-3.38 
(pl. 8) 

Cross Crosslet 

Cross Crosslet 


BM. 

SCMIi (Dec. 1963)-G244 1 A 


Second Issue 

Dotible Noble - Sovereign 

tLl/AULiii.L)'C’ANG‘rRA.’ET:iliU'REGiNA (Oueen seated on throne 
portcullis below. The back of the throne is decorated with cross hatched 
pattern containing (i) pellets or (ii) annulets. The pillars of the thurne are 
(a) plain or decorated with (h) single pellets or (c) lis and rjuatrefoils of 
pellets or (d) annulet anil double pellets or (e) annulet and single pellet or 
(f) lis and double pellets] 


A frNO ’FACTV’EST ISTVD ET ESI MIRAIV* 
iN'OevLiS NRs [Royal arms on Tudor rose] 
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Number 

Obverse 

A6 

A/Cross Crosslet 
i b, ntiJE? 

A7 

A 
ii c 

A8 

A 
i b 

Note: Ere 

A9 

A 
i b 

AlO 

Scal)op/A 
i b 

All 

Scallop 
i d 

A12 

Scallop 
i d 

AI3 

Scallop 
ii d 

A14 

Scallop 
ii d 

A15 

Scallop 
ii f 

A 16 

Scallop 
ii f 

A17 

Scallop 
i e 

A18 

Scallop 
i b 

A 19 

Crescent/Scallop 
ii d 

A2() 

Crescent/Scallop 
ii d 

A2! 

Crescent/Scallop 
ii f 

A22 

Crescent 
i i) 

A33 

Hand(?/Crescent) 
i b 


Varieties 

Reverse Remarks 

A/Crosslet 

NRis- 

A/Cross Crosslei 
NRIS 

A 

now on tressure is broken by Quee 
A 

Scallop/ A 

Scaliop/A 

Scallop 

NR[S 

Scallop 

NRIS 

Scallop/A 

Scallop 

Scallop 

OCVL 

Scallop 

Scallop 

Cresceni/Scallop 

Crescem/Scallop 

OCVL 

Cresccnt/Scallop 

Cresceni/Scallop 

l-land/Crcsccnl 


Provenance 

Lockeu-3273 

Locketl-1950 
(pi. 8) 

BM 

's head only 

Lockett-4088, Glen 
(26 Nov. l98())-24 

BM, LocketM382 

Lockett- 1951 

BM, Lockett-3274 

Lockett-4383 
Glen (26 Nov, 1980)-26 
BM, Spink(16)-28 
Lockctt-3275 

BM, Glen (4 Mar. 1981)-,30 

Lockett^384, 

Spink (9)- 367 

Lockett-1952 

BM, Locket 1-4089 

BM 

Lnckctt-3276 

BM, Graham-25 

(pl. 8) 
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Varieties 


S'lmiher 

Oheerse 

Reverse 

Reituirks 

Provenance 

|A24 

Hand/Crescent/ 

Hand/Crcscent 

Ryan-27.5 


Scallop 
i b 

Scallop 


(not illustrated)] 

(A 25 

Hand 

a 

Hand 


Mentioned by VVhicher" 

A26 

Tun 

Tun 


BM. Spink (.52)-.ilb. Spink 
(91-368 


i b 

UCVL 




NOBLE (RYAL) OF 15 SHILLINGS 
Secoiiil Issue 

Obverse hLIZAB’D.’G'.'ANG'FR'hl IMBKhGINA:. 

lOueeii standing in a eonlemporarv sailing slnp] 

Reverse IIIS’avt'TRAN.sifns l‘F,U MEGiv ’ii lorvm ibaT (Geometric design) 

Note All lettering is Lombardic. 

Prow of ship breaks IIIB in legend as indictiled below. Crowned lions on 
reverse, sometimes proper, sometimes in saltire. Differing number of sail 
furls to left anil right of Oueen's head. Die numbering of Thompson CD is 
given 

Varieties 


Number 

Privy .Mark 

HIB 

Sail Furls 

Rev. 

Provenance 


(reverse 



Lions 



only) 





Bl T(02/R1) 

A- 

HI/B 

2 left, 3 right 

Proper 

Spink (9)-369 

B2 T(()1/R1) 

A- 

H/IB 

2 left. 3 right 

Proper 

Lockett-3277 

B3 T(02./RI) 

■ A ' 

HI/B 

3 left. 3 right 

Proper 

BM 

B4 

Eseallop/' A' 

HI/B 

2 left. 3 right 

Proper 

R Van-275 

B5 

Escallop/' A' 

H/IB 

2 left. 3 right 

Saltire 

Graham-26. TBCT-1()8 

B6 T(01/R2.R3) 

Escallop 

H/IB 

2 left. 3 right 

Proper 

BM. Lockeil-1954 

B7 T((«./R3*) 

Crescent 

HI/B 

2 left. 3 right 

Proper 

BM 

B8 

Crescent 

HI/B 

2 left. 4 right 

Proper 

Ryan-276, (pi. 8) 

B9 T(().5/R5) 

1 land 

HI/B 

3 left. 2 right 

Proper 

BM - only known specimen 


with this privy mark. (pi. 8) 


NB: The Hand piece has a lion each side of the rose on the obverse as do the Continental imitations; these 
latter pieces (normally of prisy mark A) are not ineluded in this study (sec Thompson and Ives). '"Some of the 
earlier regular issue ryals also have two obverse lions. 
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Firs! issue 

Obverse TiLIZABETI I O'G'.’ANG’r RAVEI IIIU’KEGINAV 

I St. Michael slaying the dragon, beaded inner circles (except as noted)] 

Reverse AiGNO FACTVM f.st istvg et EST MIRAHI:. 

[Medieval ship facing right with crowned wooilen cross itistead of mast, 
beaded inner circles (except as noted)] 

Vuriaies 


Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provenance 

Cl 

Lis 

Wire line circle 
FRAN RfcGI. 

Z for ET 

Lis 

Wire line circle 

Z for ET, 

MIRABI1.E 


BM. Locket 1-1 956 
(pi. 9) 

C2 

Lis 

Wire line circle 
FRAN REGI. 

Z for ET 

Lis 

Wire line circle 

Z for ET 


Raynes-123 

C3 

Lis 

Wire line circle 
REG. 

Z for ET 

Lis 

Wire line circle 

Z for ET 


BM 

C4 

Lis 

REGI. Z for ET 

Lis 

Wire line circle 

Z for ET 


BM 

C5 

Lis 

REGI. Z for FT 

Lis 

Z for ET 

E/Rose, Rose/E 


Ryan-279 

C6 

Lis 

REGI. Z for Ft 

Lis 

z for E l 

Ml RAH 


Lockett-3278 

C7 

Cross Crosslet 

Cross Cross lei 
E/Rose. Rose'E 


BM 

SCMB (Dec. 1956) -GI7I7 
(pl. 9) 

CS 

Cross Crt'sslet 

FR 

Cross Crosslet 
E/Rosc, Rosc/E 


SCMli (.May l973)-G24Wr 

CO 

Coronet 

Coronet 

Now verv rare 

BM. Lockeit-4tl9(l 


Second Issue 

Obverse El izaui Til ivn ' ang ’ i ra 'L I ill ’Ri (UN A' 

|Sl, Michael slaying ihe dragon] 

Reverse AiD.NO 'I AtTV M:T.SI ISI \ D:F. ! ESI MIKAHT' 

I Medieval ship facing right (except as noted) with crowned wooden cross 
instead ol maslj 
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Varieties 


iS'iiinher 

Ohverse 

Reverse 

Reitwrks 

ProveiHinee 

CIO 

3 ptd. Ermine 

IIIH 

3 ptd. Ermine 

Ship faces leli 

BM. 

SCMB (Dec. 19b9)-G27bl 

Cll 

Bulh- Ermine 

Bulb. Ermine 

Ship faces left 

BM. 

.VCA/B(Jan. I962)-Giy. 

Cl la 



(C’mkd. with Lockett- 1459 

Dutch arms on obv.) 

CI2 

Acorn/Ermine 

Acorn/Ermme 

Ship laces left 

BM. Locketi-4091 

(pl. 

CI3 

Acorn 

Acoiii 

Ship faces left 
(C'mkd. with 

Dutch arms rrn rev,) 

BM 

CI4 

Eglantine 

Eglantine 

Ship faces left 

BM, Lockett-3279 

CI5 

Eglantine 

Eglantine 


Lockett- 19611 

Cl() 

Cross/Eglaniine 

Cross/Fgkmiine 


Lockett-43S5 

CI7 

Cross 

Cross 


BM. 

Glen (28 Nov. 1974)-.%! 

CIS 

Long Cross/Cross 

Long Cross 


SCMB (Jan 1962)-G2() 

ciy 

Long Cross 

Long Cross 


BM. 11. 

SCMB (May I973)-G2465 

C20 

Sword 

Sword 


BM, 

■S'C.'WB (Aug. I966)-GI772 

C2I 

Beil.'Sworil (2) 

Bell/Sword 


BM 

C'22 

Bell/Sword 

Bell 


Ryan-2S8 

C23 

Bell/Sword 

Bell 

No bowsprit to 
ship 

Ryan-289 

C24 

Bell 

Bell 


Locket 1-4.386 

C2> 

Bell 

Bell 

No bow'sprii to 
ship 

Lockett- 1963 

C2f-> 

A/Bell 

A/Bell 


Glen (12 May 1982) -25 

C27 

A/Bell 

A 


BM. 

Glen (HI Mar. 1982) 174 

C2S 

A 

A/Bell 

No bowsprit to 
ship 

Lockett-328() 

C2y 

A 

A 


BM. Lockctt-1964 

c:3() 

Scallop/A 

Scallop/A 


Spink ( 1 1)-953 
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Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

I’rovemmre 

C31 

Sciilliip/A 

Scallop 


BM 

C32 

Sc:ill()p 

Sc;iilop/A 


NCirc (June 197h)— 1647 

C33 

Scallop 

Scallop 


BM, Lockett- l%.s 

C34 

Crcscent/Scallop 

Crescent 

(A variety has T 
in second EST 
ovcrstruck) 

SCMRiMuy 1972)-G69L 
NCirc (Sept 1983)-556(l 

C35 

Crescent 

Crescent 

(A variety has 
letter A in 
ELIZABETH over B 

BM, 

Spink (.32)-318. 

SCMB ( 1986) EG 29 

C36 

Hancl/C rescent 

Hand/Crescent 


SCMB (June 1974)-G431 

C37 

1 1uikI/C rescent 

1 land 


BM',’ 

Glen (9 Dec.l9Sl)-397 

C3S 

Hand 

Hand/Crcscent 

(mav he same 
as C39) 

Spink (l6)-29 

C39 

Hand 

Hand 


BM. Locketl-1966 

C4() 

Tun 

Tun/Hand 

B of MIKAUI looks 
like R 

SCMB (June 196())-G794 

C4I 

Tun 

Tun 


BM. Glen (3 Oct.- 1963 )-l 51 

C42 

Tun 

Tun 

MIKAKl 


BM. Ryan-293 



Thin! Issue 


Number 

Oi) verse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Proveiumce 

|C43 

Woolpack 

Woolpack 

not known hut pyxed | 

C44 

Lari’e Key (R) 

Metliuin Key (I-) 


BM 

C43 

l .arsie Key {l^)'’7 

Medium Key (L)/'.’ 


BM 

C46 

Anchor/Key 

iiiit 

Anchor 

No Brtwsprii to 
ship 

Locke It- 1967 
(pl. 9) 

C47 

Anchor 

inn 

Anchor 


BM 

C48 

Cypher 

11 in 

Cypher 


B.M. LockeIl-1968 

C4y 

One 

One 

Prohahly less 
than (i now known 

Rvan-295. Douhledav-123 
(pl- 9) 

050 

Two 

IIIU 

Two 


B.M. Lockctt-.3282 
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GOLD COINAGE! OF ELIZABE TH I 


HALF-ANGEL Ol' i SHILLINGS 
Firs I Issue 


Obverse 


I I I7AHFTII ox; 'ANG ’FRA 'FT IIIU ’REGINA 

(St. Michael slaying the dragon, beaded inner circles] 

Reverse 


A ONO.’I AtTA'M EST ISI VI) FT F..STMIRAV 

(Medieval ship lacing right with crowned wooden cross inste:id r)l mast 
beaded inner circles] 



Vtirieiies 


\ui»lH’r 

Obverse 

Reverse Renuirks 

Provenance 

Dl 

l.is 

7. for HT 

No REGINA 

Lis 

/. for b r. 

M for MIRA 

BM. Rva 11-297. 

Lockett- 1%9 

D2 

Cross Crosslet 

Cross Crosslet 

E'Rose and Rose/E 

Lockett-32S3 

D3 

Coronet 

FR. HI 

Coronet Now an e.vtremely 

rare coin 

Rvan-298 

(pi. 9) 



Second Issue 


Obverse 


EUZADETII: 0:G ANG FR CT I IbRECINA [St 

Michael slaying the dragon) 

Reverse 


A;DNO;FACI VM:EST IS'I VO ET bSTiMIRA 
(Medieval ship facing right with crowned 

wooden cross instead of mast[ 



Varieties 


Number 

Obverse 

Reverse Remarks 

Provenance 

D4 

3 ptd Ermine 

3 ptd Ermine 

Lockeii-l97l) 

D5 

.1 ptd Ermine 

AN 

3 ptd Ermine 

BM. Lockett-4d94 
(pi. 9) 

D6 

Aeorn 

Acorn 

BM. Lockelt-43S8 

D7 

Ejilantme 

Eglantine 

BM. Lockett- 1971 

DS 

Cross 

Cross 

BM. Lockctt-1972 

DV 

Long Cross 

Long Cross Very rare 

E and rose b> 
cross omitted 

Rvan-.3(I2. SCMB (Jul\ ' 

Aim 19S41 FG.Vi 
(pl.'9) 

DIO 

Sword 

Sword 

BM. Lockett- 1973 

Dll 

BelT'Sword 

Bell 

Clont- 1 7(1 

Di: 

Bell 

Bell/Sw(ird 

BM 

D13 

Bell 

Bell 

BM. Locket 1-43S9 



COLD COINAGE OF ELIZABETH I 
Va rift it’s 
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iWkhiIuy 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provenimee 

DI4 

A/Bell 

A/Bell 


BM, Lockett-1974 

D15 

Sciillop/A 

Sea Mop/ A 


6M. 

SCMB (Aug. 1961)G-1366 

DI6 

Seitilyp 

FLiZAlS nili REGI 

Sea Mop/ A 


Ryan-31)3 

D17 

Crescent/Scailop 

Crescent Scallop 


BM, Lockett— 40SJ5 

D18 

Crescent/Seallop 

Crescent 


BM 

D19 

Haiid/Crescent 

Hand 

FACTV MIRAB 


BM, H 

D20 

Hand 

iim 

Hand 


Clont-1 77 

D21 

Hand 

iim 

Hand 

FACTV MIRAB 


BM 

D22 

Key 

KeyAVoolpack 

Described as Lockett-3285 

Key over woolpack 
in catalogue - not 
visible on illustration 
but reverse privy 
mark is overstamped. 



OUARTER-ANGELS 




First issue 



Type 

and legends presumably smiilar to second issue 

i\' Kin her 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Piweiiaiice 

(El 

Coronci 

Coronet 

Reported but not 
illustrated. May not 
e.sist. 

AC/rci (Apr.iy71)-4175( as a 
query - weak privy mark 
WCCc, (Nov. iy72)-10428 
NCire, (Aug.lSyy) and NOre, 
(March 19(12)- these 2 coins arc 
imdoubtediy the same. None of 
the above coins is illustrtilcd 



Secoiu! Issue 


Obverse 


LLIZABFTli !3 'Ci.V 

vncfranciF' [St. Michael slaying the dragon] 

Reverse 


CT litniiRNiF-RF-GiNA t iDf.i (Medieval ship facing right with crowned 
wooden cross instead of mast( 

Number 

Obverse 

Revene 

Remarks 

Ib-oveiiaiiee 

E2 

3 ptd Ermine 

3 ptd Ermine 


BM, Lockcit-1976(Pl.fi()) 

E2 

Aeorn 

Acorn/Ei mine 


B.M, Loekett-328b 



GOLD COINAGE OF ELIZABETH I 


m 


S’limhcr 

Olnrrse 

Reyeirse 

Renuirks 

I’rnvciuiiur 

11^4 

Acorn 

Acorn 


SCMB (.lune I97l)-Ci7221 
illustrated 

E5 

Eglantine 

Eglantine 

A variety may 
occur with mark 
over acorn either 

BM. 

SCMB (April 197(i)-G405 

side 

E6 

Cross 

Cross 


BM. (pi. 9) 

E7 

Long Cross/Cross 

Long Cross 


SCMB (Sept. 19.55)-G L^(I9 

ES 

Long Crt)ss 

Long Cross 


BM. 1 .ockett-4l)96 

Ey 

Sworii 

Srvord 


BM 

ElO 

Bell 

Bell/SwonI 


B.M 

Ell 

Bell 

Bell 


BM. Lockett-1979 

EI2 

A/Bell 

A 


BM 

ELI 

A 

A 

Probably same as SCMB (Aug. I9.^7)-G 1 158 


E12. lllustnition 
poor 


E14 

Scallop 

Scallop 

BM. Ryan-.HO 

|EI5 

Crescent/Scallop 

Cresccnt/Scallop 

SCMB (Oct. 1958)-G 1447] 
(Not illustrated) 

|Elb 

Crescent/Scallop 

Crescent 

SCMB (Oct.l9.'s9)-Glb.\^l 
(Not illustrated) 

F.17 

Crescent 

Crescent 

BM, Lockett-l9St) 

(May be El 6) 

E18 

Hand 

1 land 

BM. Lockett^39l. 
Ryan-311 

E19 

Tun 

Tun 

BM. I..ockett-4ll97 



Third Ixstie 




Type and legend same as Second Issue 


E2() 

Key/Woolpack 

Key/Woolpack 

Lockett-32.S8 


FR.AN 

FIDE 

(pl. 9) 

E2I 

Key 

Key 

BM 


FRAN 

FIDE 


E22 

Anchor 

None 

BM 
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POUND OF TWENTY SHILLINGS 
Firs( Issue 
Privy Mark - Rose 

Number Obverse Legciul Reverse Legend Provenance 

FI ELIZA BETH. D ’G ’ANG ’FRAN'.’ET: IHS ’AVTEM .TRANS'TEK: AM 

HIB?REGtNA- MEDI V ’ILLOR ’IB AT (pi. 9) 

Note: Completely different from any other normal currency piece. A small bust (PI) of the Queen 

faces left, and features a ruff and ermine mantle. 

The reverse shield is of fine work and slightly garnished. There are no beaded circles, but faint 
wireline circles are evident on both sides, probably to serve as register marks for the legend. 
Both known examples are in the Ashmolean Museum, and although showing some signs of 
wear, it is considered that they are pattern pieces probably struck in 1565. as suggested by the 
rose privy mark, 

A full description of this piece was given by Mallinson and Sutherland.’'^ 


POUNDS OF TWENTY SHILLINGS 
Third Issue 

Obverse ELiZABETI-I^Dt’G’ANG-’FRA-’ETHia-'REGiNA- 

[Large elaborately decorated bust with crown penetrating inner circle. 
Privy mark at beginning of legend. Stops in legend are pellets except as 
noted] 

Reverse SCVTVm FIDE! protecet eaxt [Crowned Royal Arms flanked by Er, 

Stops in legend are (a) single pellets or (b) double pellets or (c) single 
annulets or (d) double annulets] 


Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provenance 

F2 

Lion and Tun 

Tun 


Barnes-J57 


Bust 7A 

Annulet stops 

b 



F3 

Lion and Tun 

Tun 


BM, Lockett-1981 


Bust 7A 

Annulet stops 

d 


(pi. 9) 

F4 

Tun 

Tun 

N.B. Some 

Lockeit-4098 


Bust 7A 

d 

examples of F4 



may have the lion 
erased from the 
obverse die - ef, 

SCMB (Apr, 1975) 

-G 2.578 

F.5 Woolpack Woolpaek SCMIl (May 1968)-G688 

Bust 8 A b 

Annulet stops 

'"A, Mallison, ’A rosc-niarkcd piumd of Fli^i- wcund rose-marked pinind ol LsM'. YC 5ih scr. 1,S ( PJ.f-t), 

bet IF, rVC,5(li ;,cr. N ( 1 9,L5) , S- 1 4 . C M. V. Sittiierlaiid, 'A ),¥)-L57. 



GOLD COINAGO Ol- LLIZAUI I II I 


I Id 


i\iinilHr 

Ohvcr.sc 

Revase 

Remarks 

I'rtiveiiiiiiee 

Fft 

W'ool))ack 

Bust SA 

Annulet stops 

VVoolpack 

c 


BM. l.ocketl-1982 

F7 

VVoolpack 

Bust iSA 

Annulet stops 

VVoolpack 

d 


BM. Nohlc-573 

FS 

VVoolpuek 

Bust SA 

III 

VVoolpack 

c 


BM. Spink (l('')-525 

F9 

Woolpack 

Bust 8A 

III 

VVoolpack 

d 


BM. Spink ( l6)-.s24 

FK.I 

VVoolpack (at eiKl 
of legend). 

Bust XA 

HI Bust 

VVoolpack 

c 


BM 

(pl. 

Fll 

Key/VVoolpack 

Bust SA 

Kcy/Woolpack 

a 


Lockett -198.3 

FI 2 

Key-'Woolpack 

Bust 8A 

Key/Woolpack 

c 


BM. 

SCMIf (Sepl.iys(l) 
-A7I(1 

FI 2 

Key/Woolpack 

Bust 8 A 

Long Key 
a 


BM. l^yan-3l.s 

F!4 

Key''Woolpack 
at end of legend) 
Bust SA 

IIIULR 

Key/ W'oolpack 
a 


Spink (y)-370. 

Locket t-.32SV 

F15 

Kcy/W'oolpack 
(at end of legend) 
Bust 8A 

IIIBLK 

Key/Woolpack 

c 


BM 

FI 6 

Key/Woolpack 
(at end of legend) 
Bust 8A 

IIIISEK 

Long Key 
a 


BM 

F17 

same as FI 6 

Medium Kev 
a 


Glen(22 .Sept.lVS2) 
-18 

F18 

Long Key 

Bust 8A 

IK 

Key/Woolpack 

a 


Glen (4 Mar, 1981) -3 

FIV 

Small Key 

Bust SA 

Long Key 
a 


BM 

F20 

Ancltor.'Kev 

Bust 8A 

AnchtJi/Key 

a 


B.M, Ryan-3IP 
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I I I 


Mtiiiiher 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

I’roveiumee 

I-2I 

Anchor/Key 

Bust 8A 

Anchor/Key 

b 

.N.B. Anchor over 
Key over W'oolpack 
is noted by II, A . 
Scaby but not 
Verified by us 

Lockett-32yO 

F22 

Cypher 

Bust 8A 

Cypher 

<1 


BM. Spink (32)-37o 

F23 

One; 

Bust 8A 

One: 

a 


BM. Lockeii-,32yi (PI. (ill) 

F24 

Two: 

Bust 8A 

Tw'o: 

a 


BM. 

SCMB (Feb IVS3)-EG Id. 
Glen (4 March |y8l)-.32 



HALF-POUND OF TEN SHILLINGS 




Firs( Issue 


Obverse 


hLIZAntl lt: D.’G'ANG -FR’LI lll 'RUGINA 

[Portrait of queen, beaded inner circle (except where noted)| 

Reverse 


SC V 1 \M 0 1 U E 1 , 1’ RO 1 EG CT n A M 

(Royal arms flanked b> ER. beaded inner circle (except where noted)) 

Niiniher 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provcnaiiec 

Gl 

Lis, Bust IB Wire 
line innei eirele 
i:LIZ.-\bET 

l-RA 'Z IIIU'.'KHJINA 

Lis. W'ireline inner 
circle Large crown 
with frosted interior 

Possibly unique 

ClIC 
(pl. ID 

Ci2 

Lis, Bust IB Wire 
line iiinei circle 
FKA’ZIMIV'KFGIN’ 

Li.s. Wireline inner 
circle I’RGTFGF.’ 


Ryan-3211 

G.3 

Lis. Bust IB Wiie 
line inner circle 

1 RA’Z IIIU 'RfcGIN.’ 

l.is. Wireline inner 
circle 


BM 


G4 


05 


G6 


l.is. Bust IB Wire Lis. Wireline inner BM. 

line inner eirele. eirele (pi. 9, 10) 

fka: z iiib’KF.G' 


Cross Crosslel 
Bust 3C 
Fl<.\ 


Cross Crosslel 
Bust .3C 
inn 


Cross Crosslel 

I’KGll.G I 


Crr'ss Crosslel 


Deteiionition of BM. 

the lewels on the Grahum 2‘J 

erown arch provide a 

means ul linding the 

relati\e tlaie ol coins 

with hust .3C 


BM. 

.S( A//f (Dee.lOKM |•G‘.y5 
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Numher 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Trarenaiice 

C.7 

Cross Crosslct 
Bust 3C 

Cross Crosslct 


BM. Spink (.32)-313; 
Rvan-.32l. 

(pl. 10) 

[07^ 

Rose/Cross 

Rose/Cross 

Specilic reference 

N'Cire (.Ian. I96K)-7,S1 

Crosslct 

KKA 

Bust .3C 

C rossict 

to over-marking 
on both sides - 
unconfirmeil. 

(not illustrateil) 

CuS 

Rose 

Bust 3C 

FRA 

Rose/Cross-'" 

Crosslct 


BM. Spink (24)-216 

09 

Rose 

Bust 3C 

FRA 

Rose 


BM. Locketl-3292 

CIO 

Portcullis 

Bust 3C 

IRA 

I’ortcullis 


BM, SCMIi (.lan.|967)-032 

Oil 

Portcullis 

Bust 3C 

Portcullis 

Erroneously 

described 

NCirc (Sept. 1974) as 
reading sc vivm. - it 
reads normttlly but 
the T is weak 

Lockett- 1987 

G12 

Portcullis 

Bust 3C 

IIIB 

Portcullis 

PROTFGE.TEAM 


BM 

GI3 

Portcullis 

Bust ,3C 

AN. tllB 

Portcullis 
PROTEGE: TEA.VI 


BM 

014 

Lion 

Bust 3E 

Lion 

Very rare 

BM. H. Lockett-1988 
(pl. 10) 

015 

Lion 

Bust 4A 

Lion 

Three known 

Rvan-325. LM. CHC 

(pl. 10) 

016 

Coronet 

Bust 4A 

Coronet 


BM . Spink ( l6)-.s2l) 

G17 

Coronet 

Bust 4A 

C'oronet 

sevTV? 


SCMB (Mar. 1964 )-G.‘i()9 

G18 

Castle 

Bust 4 A 

Castle 


BM, LocketM()99. 

Spink ( I6)-521 


HALF-POUNDS 
Third Issue 

Obverse elizaiv’r>g?ang’[-ra-’ET iiiiv’RKCiiNA 

[Elaborate portrait of Queen with crown penetrating inner circlcj 

-"The present paper owes its existence to a eommenl ( 1983). 221-2 and the response by C. H Comber in .VO/r'Jl 
about lhe.se coins by H. Schneider in ’Lot 216'. NCirc 91 (1983), .341. 
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Reverse 


SCVTVMTIDEI.FROTEGET EAM 
[Royal arms flanked hy ER] 


Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provenance 

G19 

Tun 

Busi P2 

ELIZABETH HI 


No inner circles, 
undoubtedly a 
pattern. Probably 
unique 

BM 

(pL 10) 

G20 

Tun 

Bust P3 

ELIZABETH HI 


Bust wholly within 
inner circle, usually 
described as a 
pattern. 

Extremely rare 

BM, AM 

(pi. 10) 

G2I 

Tun 

Bust 7B 

Tun 

(single pellet stops) 


Spink (16)-52h 

G23 

Tun 

Bust 7B 

Tun 

(double pellet stops) 


Ryan-329 
(pi. 10) 

G23 

Tun 

Bust 7B 

REGIN 

Tun 

(single pellet stops) 


Spink (6)-593 

G24 

Tun 

Bust 7B 

BEGIN 

Tun 

(double pellet stops) 


Lockett-1989 

G25 

Tun 

Bust 7B 

BEGI 

Tun 

(single pellet stops) 


BM 

G26 

Woolpack 

Bust SB 

ELIZABETH HI 

Woolpack 

R of REGINA over 

B of HIB? 

BM, Lockett-4394. 
SCMB (Dec. 1971)- 
(pl. 10) 

G27 

Woolpack 

Bust SB 
ELIZABETH HID 

Woolpack 

Larger shield on 
some reverse dies 
see (pi. tO) 

BM, Noble-574 

G28 

Kev 

Bust SB 

Key 


BM, Ryan-,'t3L 
Lockett- 1990 

G29 

Anclior/Kcy 

Bust SB 
ELIZABETH 

ANG ERA Ml 

Anchor/Key 


BM, Locke 11-329.? 

030 

Cypher 

Bust SB 

ANG l-KA HIB 

Cypher 


BM, Ryan-,332 

(pi. 10) 

G3 1 

One 

Bust 8B 

ANG fra HIB 

One: 


BM, Lockett- 1991 

G32 

Two; 

Bust SB 

ANG FRA HIB 

Two: 


BM, LuckcitMKJO 
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CROWN OF FIVE SHILLINGS 


Obverse 


El l^ABKTII: 0.’G.'ANC)7KR ’ETHIH7REtilNA 

[Portrait ol queen, beadetl inner circles (except where nute(.l)| 

Reverse 


SCVTVM r 1 DE 1 : 1’ROTEGET EAM 

[Royal arms Hanked by ER. beaded inner circles (except where noted)| 

Niiiiihcr 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Proveiiiiiice 

HI 

Lis 

No inner circles. 
Bust IE with pearls 
between straps. 
FKAIZ IIIB'RFGI 

Lis 

Wireline inner 
circles 

Excessively rare 
the obverse the is 
used on one groat 
(possibly unique) 
which R, Carlyon- 
Britton had in his 
1949 collection 

BM. CHC 

(pl. 10) 

H2 

Cross Crosslet 

Bust IF 

AN 1 1 1 

Cross Crosslet 
prob. over lis 

Same reverse die as 

1 1 1 with beaded inne 
circles added 

SCMR (Oct. 1978)-A9b2 
r 

H3 

Cross Crosslet 

Bust IF 
til 

Cross Crosslet 


BM. 

SCMB (Jan. 1971 )-G 2(1 

H4 

Cross Crosslet 

Bust IF 

Cross Crosslet 


BM. Locketl-1992 

H5 

Cross Crosslet 

Bust IF 

AN lit 

Cross Crosslet 


BM 

H6 

Rose/Cross 

Crosslet 

Bust IF 

Rose 


BM 

H7 

Rose/Cross 

Crosslet 

Bust IF 

Rose 

(Inverted A's for 
Vs in SCVTVM) 


Noble .sbb 

fH7A 

Rose 

Bust IF 

Rose 


Ryan-3.36. SCMR (Jan.l9.sS)| 
-G I9( neither illustrated) 

H8 

Portcullis 

Bust IF 

AN 

Portcullis 


BM. R van-337 
(pl. 10)' 

iiy 

Lion 

Bust 4C 

Lion 

I'RTECiET 


BM 

HIO 

Coronet 

Bust 4C 

Coronet 


BM. Locketl-1993 

Hll 

Coronet 

Bust 4C 

AN 

Coronet 


BM 

(pl. 10) 

HI2 

Castle 

Bust 4C 

Castle 

Extremely rare 

Lockett'3294, CHC 
(pl. 10) 



GOLD GOINAGL OI- LLIZABETII I 
'rhird Issue 


Obverse 


EI.IZAB >D.'G >ANCi?KKA >PT 1 IIB ' 
(Tlaborale ptirtrait of i|ueen. 

REOI’ 

privy mark at beginning of legend) 

Reverse 


SCA'TVM FIDE I’KOTEGET EAM 
(Royal arms Hanked by ER| 


Niiinher 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Reuuirks 

Proveiuiuce 

1113 

Tun 

Bust 7C 

Tun 


BM. Loeketi-3293 

H14 

W'oolpaek 

Bust 7C 

Wtiolpack 


Lockett- 1994. 

SCMB (Feb.l9b9)-GI22 

1113 

Woolpaek (at 
end of leecnd) 

Bust 1C " 

Woolpaek 


Ryan-.34il 

Hlb 

Woolpiick (at 
end of leuend) 

Bust 7C ‘ 

Woolpaek 

EA? 


BM. .VCA//i (Dee.l97S) 
-A1216 

1117 

Woolpaek (at 
end of leacnd) 

Bust 7C " 

KR • 

Woolpaek 


BM 

HIH 

Woolpaek 

(at end of lejiend) 

Bust 7C 

IK? 

W'oolpaek 

Ea" 


SCMB (July. 19S4)-EG.33 

1119 

Key/VV'oolpaek 
(at end of legend) 
Bust 7C 

IK? 

Key 

EA? 


CHCe.x Rvan-.34l 
(pl. II) 

112(1 

Key (;it end of 
legend) 

Bust 7C 
l•■R? 

Key 

EA? 


S'Ciir (Oct. 1976) 

-S242 

1H21 

Anehor 

Anehor 


IJntraeed - this 
probably does not 
exist 1 

1122 

Gvpher 

Bust SC 

1 K’llIV 

Cypher 

EA? 


BM. Lockett-4101 

1123 

One; 

Bust SC 

One; 

EA? 

Possibly unit|ue: Loekett- 199.3 

Noted by Baldwin 
aiul re-purehased by 

Baldwin e\ Lockett’' 

1124 

Two: 

Bust SC 

Two: 

I.A? 


BM. Loekelt-3296. 

.\(iri (Oet.l9S6)-6S43 


t|)l. M) 


' ExhibilCkl ill Ihc Brilixli NuiiiiMii.ilit Siicicly In A 11 !• U.ililwiii. H\J 2ll ( IWI (.20. 
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HALF-CROWN OF TWO SHILLINGS AND SIX PENCE 
First Issue 


Obverse 


ELIZABETI 1: D>G’A.NC?[ ltA-.’Z lllU'RE-.’ 

1 Portrait of queen, wireline inner circles (except where noted)] 

Reverse 


SGVTVM: El DE 1 : HKOTEt i .’E A M 

[Royal arms on small shield (7. .5 x 7mm) Hanked by ER. wireline innci 
circles (except where noted)] 

Nuiiihcr 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provenance 

Jl 

Lis 

Bust IG with pearls 
between straps. 
Dover G 

Lis 

One of the halt- 
jiroat dies was useil 
for the hiilf-crown 
with pearls added 
to punch. 

BM (Ex Carlyon-Britton[. 

The only other known 
specimen was noted in 

NCirc J;in.iyi)2 and later 
illustrated in lVluidoch-5'7y. 
now In Cl 1C. (pi. 1 1 ) 

J2 

Cross Crosslet 
over lis 

Beaded inner 

Circles Bust IG 
ELI7.BETII: F.T 

Cross Crosslet Lis not visible 

over lis either side. Reverse 

Beaded inner circles die of J 1 u.sed with 
beaded inner circle 
added 

CHC 

Obverse 


EI.IZABETI 1: ir.’G’AN’FR.’ET I ll'.’KEGINA 
[Portrait of queen, beaded inner circles] 


Revcise 


SGVTV.M :Flf)E 1 1‘ROTEGET E AM 

(Royal arms on shield ‘7.25 x 8 mm flanked by ER, beaded inner cirdesj 

Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provenance 

J3 

Cross Crosslet 

Bust IG 

Cross Crosslet 

Second V in scvi vm 
inverted 

Hird 58 

(pl. 11) 

J4 

Cross Crosslet 

Bust IG 

Cross Crosslet 


AM. 

SCMB (May lS)72)-Gb<73 

J5 

Cross Crosslet 

Bust 3F 

Cross Crosslet 

J5 is the common 
variety 

BM. Lockett-IW6. 

Rvim-344 
(pl. H) 

J6 

Rose 

Bust 3F 

Rose 


BM 

.17 

Rose 

Bust IG 

Rose 


BM. SCMB (Auj-.l‘777) 

-A 131 1 

J8 

Portcullis 

Bust IG 

ANG? 

Portcullis 


BM. SCMB (Feb. I%7)-G263 

jy 

Lion 

Bust 4D 

Lion 


BM. Noble- 567 
(pl. 11) 

JIU 

Coronet 

Bust 4D 

ANG? 

Coronet 


BM 
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Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Rrovenauee 

Jll 

Castle 

Bust 4D 

ANG? 

Ca.stle 


BM 

J12 

Castle 

Bust 4D 

ANG? 

Castle 

I’KOIBEI 

Third Issue 

Ryan-347, SCMB (Aug. IW3) 
EG72. Spink (29)-68. ^ 

SCMB (Mav 19«b)-E02« 

Obverse 


ELIZAE ’D-'G 'ANG'rR 'ET IIIB'KtGI 

(Elaborate portrait of queen, privy mark at start of legend | 

Reverse 


SCVTVM : H Uh 1 ; PKOTEG El E A M 

(Royal arms on shield 7.3 x 7.25 mm. Hanked by ER] 

Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Brovemmee 

.113 

Tun 

Bust ID 

Tun 


BM, Lockett-4395 

J14 

None 

Bust 7D 

Tun 


BM, Lockett- 1997 

JI5 

Woolpack 

Bust 7D 

Woolpack 


BM, l.ockelt-l99S 

Jib 

Woolpack (at 
end of legend) 

Bust 7D 

Woolpack 

Woolpack over Tun 
is listed SCMB 
(Nov.l9.5l))-Gy57 
Not illustrated and 
unconfirmed 

SCMB (Sept/Oct, I9b4)-G20 

•ciic 

.117 

Key/Woolpack 
(at end of legend) 
Bust 7D 

Key/Woolpack 

Lockett-3297. CHC 
(pi. II) 

JIS 

Key (at end of 
legend) 

Bust 7D 

Key'Woolpack 

BM 

jiy 

None 

Bust 7D 

IlIVKLtjlN’ 

Key/Woolpack 

BM 

J2() 

Anchor 

Bust 7D 

Anchor 

Probably unique 

CHC ex Rvan-35n 

(pi. 11) 

.121 

Cypher 

Bust 7D 

Hi? 

Cypher 


BM. ,V07r (Dec. I9S9) -6477 

|,I22 

One: 

Bust 7D 

One: 


NCire (Dcc.lS9S)-5(ll57( 

NCin (Jan.l9(lbl-.592ll2. 

NCire (Jan. 19ll2)-bS9b3. 

NCin (Mar. 191 12 1-81274 

All 4 relcrcnccs arc to the 
same coin. No illustration 
traced. All s;i\ 'Rare Dale- 
Unpublished i<R F t2'5/-' 

J2.3 

Two: 

Two: 


BM. Lockelt-4|l)2 


Bust 7D I A 



1 IS 


GOI.D COINAGE OF ELIZABETH I 
MILL COINAGE IN CROWN GOLD 
l-'irsi Is.stw 


(ict'crcncc In given lo the ininiheriiig of Biirclen :ind Brown (BB)) 

POUND OF TWENTY SHILLINGS 

Kl Pattern I'lrivy mark star. 

Lhere exists in llie British Museum a unii|ue gikletl unilaee |ianern in base 
metal Reference is made to it by I lelen F;iri|uhar.-' Tlie portrait shows 
the t|ueen apparently dressed in plain armoui w ith ti littn's head device on 
the shoulder (pi. II). 

OInerse l.egend Li..l/AHt;i li DLi c;k.\ ’.ANG'rRAN.’tl ill ’RLc.ina 

The /. is curly, suggestive of a dale between late Lsb2 and I5b4. 


HALFPOUND OF TEN SHILLINGS 


OInerse 


ni-IZABTTII DC. ANC. I R A L; T l IIIJ Rl.( ;l^ A 

jPortiiiit of queen, nt' inner circle, ti'otheil ouier border 

Rererse 


SC\ lA .M TIDI I l>U() l F(ii: r l A.M 
[Crowned roviii arms Hanked bv L.RI 

Nttniher 

Obverse 

Reverse Remarks Pn/veiiaiiee 

LUBBI) 

Stiir 

Bust BB-A 

Star Possibly unique; Lt)cketi-2ll.3.S 

imdotibtedlv a 


ptittern betiring 
inierinediiiie size 
shilling bust 
BBUv^D.L 


L2(BB2) 

Star 

Bust BB-C 

FR 

Star 

BM. AM. FM 

L3(BB3) 

Stai 

Bust BB-D 

Sitir 

BM. AM. 
Lockett-43% 

1.4 

(BB4.5) 

Star 

Bust BB-D 
pellet outer circle 

Star 

pellet outer circle 

BM 

L3(BBf.) 

Lis 

Bust BB-E 

Lis edge serrated 

BM. AM. FM 


CROWN OF FIVE SHILLINGS 

Obvei-se Ei.iz;.\Bi-:rii u ci an'c; i ra li iiiu rucmka 

[Portrait of t|ueen, no inner circles, looihed outer borderj 

Reverse scVTX'MiFlDEi PROTi-tiP-T kam 

(Crowned royal arms Hanked by F.Rj 

” II. Farqiihar. ■Pnrlrailurc of oiii Tudor inonarchs on 
ihcir coins and medals'. liNJ. 4. 316 ( I90S). 140 
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Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provenance 

MI(BB7) 

Slar 

Bust BB-A 

Star 


BM. FM, Lockett-2()4() 

M2(BB8) 

Star 

Bust BB-D 

Pellet outer circle 

Star 

Pellet outer circle 


BM 

M3 (BB9) 

Lis 

Bust BB-E 

Lis 

FIDLEI 

edge serrated 

BM, FM, Lockeii-3,3(l7 

Obverse 

Reverse 

HALFCROWN OF TWO SHILLINGS AND SIX PENCE 

ELI7.ABF.TM D G ANG FRA ET IIIB REOtNA 

[Portrait of queen, no inner circle, toothed outer border] 

SC V LVM : F 1 D E 1 : 1' ROTEC ET' E.A M 
[Crowned royal arms Hanked by ER[ 

Number 

Obverse 

Reverse 

Remarks 

Provenance 

NI 

(BBIO) 

Star 

Bust BB-D 

Pellet outer circle 

Star 

Pellet outer circle 


BM. Lockett-3308 

N2 

(BBII) 

Lis 

Bust BB-E 

Lis 

edge serrated 

BM. Lockett 2041 








BROWN AND COMBER: ELIZABETH I (1) 


















THE BAWBEE ISSUES OF JAMES V AND MARY 


ROBERT B K. STEVENSON 


Introduction 

The intermittent coinages of the Scottish mint in the first half of tlie sixteenth century into 
the 155{)s have attracted little new study for a long time with the exception of some rare 
gold.' Silver was virtually only struck between 1526 and 153S, supposedly at lOdeniers fine 
(83.3 per cent). The groat at eighteen pence Scots weighing 42.8 gr. (like Henry V'lll's 
1540 fourpenny groat) was thus intrinsically c'.83 per cent of Henry’s 1526 groat at 1 1.1 
deniers which weighed 48 gr. It was billon that provided the bulk of the coins in circulation, 
in the form of plucks, fourpence Scots, minted up to about 1515, and of sixpenny bawbees 
from 1538 or 1539 under James, and 1543 into 1554 under Mary. The bawbee at 3 deniers 
fine (75 per cent alloy) .seems to have remained unchanged in qinility or weight 
throughout,- while the successive debasements of Henry and Edward VI brought the 
English silver down, very briefly in 1551 , to a base shilling of that same standard, described 
by George Brooke as the worst silver England ever saw. Edward’s post-recovery base 
pennies at 4 deniers were comptirable in size to the half-bawbee, but were supported by a 
range of good quality higher denominations not paralleled in Scotland till after the issue of 
baw'bees had ceased. 

Intensive collecting and study of billon has been discouraged by more than its low value, 
liability to corrosion and relative quantity. Good clear specimens have been difficult to 
find. Dehciencies in striking are common to thin base-metal coins, and have often been 
compounded by the long periods during which the plucks and bawbees circulated. Thus a 
rural hoard buried c. 1587 had still respectively 12 and 32 of these out of 94 coins 
(Noranside, Angus. 1962).-' 

In contrast to that find, two hoards hidden about 1530 (Linlithgow) and 1555 (Rigghead, 
Collin. Dumfriesshire) gave in 1963 considerable new opportunities for study.' In 
particular they included the largest recorded numbers, in the first of James IV and Jtimes V 
plucks (324) and in the second of James V bawbees (132). The latter were in particularly 
good condition. .So were the accompanying bawbees of Mary (214). which were mostly of 


Achiowletl^eniein^ . I'lic laic Robert Kerr made ihe inilia! 
card-inde.x o( the Riguhead coins acquired tor the National 
Museum, Dr I. H. Stewart has read the lype.scripi critictilly at 
various stages; this and the prolonged loan ol his bawbees 
have been invaluable to the study. Mrs J. C L. Murray has 
read some parts. I am grateful for the opportunity ot 
examining an unpublished hoard found in Linlithgow 1 . 1935 
presently on loan to the National Museums. Photographs for 
comparison were made available by the Ashmolean and 
Hunterian Museums' cabinets, and some from the British 
Museum and the Filzwilliam Museum (Edinburgh whole 
bawbees omitted in particular), for which Mr N. J. Mayhew . 
Dr J. D, Bateson. Miss M. M Archibald and Mr M. A. S. 
Blackburn arc especially thanked. Photographs of the rel- 
evant parts of the late Dr James Davidson's collection and ol 
the Lockett collection have been userl. Dumfries Museum 
(Mr D. Lockwood) and Dundee Museum (Mr A, Zealand) 
have also been helpful. 

The photographs and diagrammatic drawings are National 


Museums of Scotland copyright. I am much indebted for 
them to Mr I F. Lamer and Miss H lackson respectively, 
and to the Director Dr R. G. W'. Anderson and other present 
members of staff for support and assistance. 

' I H Stewart, Scoilish Gwirrgc .second edition (London. 
1967). pp. 2()()'.3; l.t Col and Mrs Murray, sec notes 2,3-24. 

- Rums. p. 294. note 7. Lherc is a very great variation in 
the present appetirance ol bawliecs. from bright silvery 
through almost pewter to palinaled dark brown as if entirely 
copper. Hoards show that this is due to differing cireum- 
slances in which each has been buried or hidden. 

’ Noranside: 1. D Browm and M. Dolley. liibliof’rtipliy of 
Cum Hoards of Cirvat liritam and /rcland. 

(London, 1971), SO 20; Appendix here. See Braeside. 
Greenock (19.55) buried 1 . 157.3. SO 2 and PSAS ,S9 
(19.5.S-.56), 109-12. 

' Rigghead (cited below as Rigg.. lull summary in App- 
endix) and Linlithgow 196.3. Brtiwn SM 6 and SN 1. 
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early varieties that are less well represented elsewhere, but tapered sharply to the latest. In 
both finds there were groats of James V which arc rare in hoards. Under Scots law the 
coins of whatever metal could be claimed for the Crown, and the preliminary study was 
made to provide a basis for selection for the National Museum of Antiquities (NM.A,S) and 
other public collections, for rewards to the finders, and for the return to them of the 
remainder. Unfortunately it was not feasible at that time to make a photographic record as 
a permanent check on the initial catalogue. Further comparative review at intervals since 
has concentrated on the collections of the NMS.' A limited amount of comparison beyond 
them has now been included, most recently from the illustrations of the Oxford and 
Glasgow SyUoge/' It is planned to publish the resulting numismatic details in this Journal, 
beginning now with the bawbees and their halves, to be followed by James V’s groats and 
one-third groats, and then by his placks w'ith those of James IV. Further aspects of these 
and other hoards of the period may be covered by a later paper elsewhere. 


James V’s bawbees, 1538-42 

The sixpenny bawiicc was a newly devised denomination (pi. 12, I). Together with the 
.3-merk ‘bonnet-piece’ ducat, dated 1539 and less rarely 1540, it broke away from earlier 
designs and the broader Hans of placks and crowms. A new coin issued perhaps for several 
years before 1539 had been the one-third groat, also valued at sixpence, which contained 
63 per cent more silver; it was no doubt inconveniently small, being similar in size and 
weight to the half-bawbee. 

The history, contemporary name and typology of the bawbee were established by 
Edward Burns;’ previous numismatists had reckoned them as placks. He based his detailed 
classification on Thomas Coat.s’ Scottish collection, now part of the national collections. 
His published sample of James's baw'bees was. however, only seven with four halves, of 
which three were in other collections. Two of these were in the NMAS which Richard.son’s 
catalogue of 1901 shows as having five of the bawbees and three halves;*'' one more was 
added before 1962. The most accessible account with illustrations has been by I. H. 
Stewart.'* 

From the Rigghead hoard's 1.32 baw'becs of James and 6 halves the NMAS received 53 
and 4 halves, the Flunterian Museum 15 and one half, and Dumfries Museum 23 (including 
4 from a stray parcel) and one half. Forty were returned to the (inders and so ultimately 
became available to collectors. The number of obverse dies represented was not firmly 
ascertained for the bawbees, but the maximum number of dies represented by a single coin 
is 93 with 13 noted more than once. Of the singles 7 have been duplicated in other samples 
examined, some photographically. 

Reunions lo the gold issues (pi. 12. A-G)** 

Bawbees were certainly projected in 1538. but the historical records (p. 125-7 below) do 
not make clear when their actual issue began. They covered at any rate less than five years 
during which a small amount of gold was struck from a very few dies. James V died in 


' The NiUioniil Museums al ScolUmd. since ihc NMAS 
wus amalganiiiled with the Royal Scottish Museum (RSM) 
under a new Board of Trustees in IW.S 

" See also Note to Catalogue below . I 1) Bateson and N 
J. Mayhew. SCHI .1?: Siollixli Com), in the Ashinniciin 
Museum. O.xfont niid ihe lluiuerian Museum, (ilitsjiow 
(London. I‘>S7); numerous Rigghead hawbees are there 
illustrated. Cited as AS iind HS. 

’ The Ctuiuijic of -Seolluml (Lrlinburgh. ISS7). II. 3fi2-X 


and 2V2-.11I7; Ml. pi Kit. Ix-Ixii. Cited as Burns or B I he 
present paper is dedicated lo Burns' memory lollowuig the 
eenienaiv ol Ihe posthumous publictiliim of his great work. 
See I. 11, Stewart. ’Edward Burns'. If.S'J S7 (19X7). X9-9X. 

* B. Richard.son. ( lUalofuie of Seullish Cuius lu ihe 
\'iui<iuiil .Museum. T.iUuhur^h (Edinhuigh. 191)1), Citeil as 
Rieluirdson or Rich I hc gold in pi 2.A-(i here arc Rich. 
James V Jb. .t7. ({.4. Rich. .79-4(1 
■' Slew art 
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December 1542. The design on the reverse of the bawbees with its novel crown-girt saltire 
is loo close to that of the unique pattern ducat dated 1539 (pi. 12, .\-B, B.la fig. 750) to 
have been used before this was abandoned; the designs for billon had hitherto been kept 
distinct from those for gold or silver. A crowned shield like that on the pattern's obverse 
was then placed on the reverse of the ducat's striking portrait of the king wearing a bonnet 
(a low cap embroidered with jewels to resemble a crown)"' and a heavy gold collar of 
thistle-heads like that which had surrounded the pattern's shield." This ducat is still dated 
15.39. from a single obverse die both with and without a pellet to the left of the held (B. 
figs. 751 and 752). The obverse die dated 1540. simplified by having a chain instead of a 
collar, w'as used w'ilh the previous reverse die and a new one (B. hgs. 753 and 754). In 1540 
matching two-thirds and one-third ducats w'cre also struck; apparently each from a single 
pair of dies, though the back of the head in pi. 12, G differs from B. hg. 756. Some gold is 
recorded as struck in 1541 and 1.542, w'ithout changes of date, probably, besides possible 
crown pieces. 

The crowned thistle-head on the obverse of the baw'bees was no less an innovation 
(revived on our '5 new pence'). The 1 and 5 that flank it arc like those beside the shield on 
the ducal fractions. The crown is very like that on the ducat's reverse and appears to be the 
same on through Mary's class I. It is also that of James's latest extremely rare ‘abbey 
crown'. Close inspection of well-struck bawbees suggests that not one but several 
seemingly long-lasting punches were used for it - a cross with a short stem, a U-shaped 
double leaf for the sides, perhaps a single crescent for cusping, and bars for the hoop (pi. 
12, 26); e.xceptionally a vertical guide-line may be seen at the sides (pi. 12, 19). The letter 
G is also composite, with the vertical stroke punched separately (cf. (pi, 12, 28-9) 
horizontal on the Cs) like the tail of the 0 on the crowns. 

Alongside innovations, traditions persisted long in the Scottish mint. Many of these 
bawbees have an annulet to the left of the obverse field. This had some traditional 
significance in the mint's operations, for it was put on the 1540 ducat and two-thirds ducat, 
replacing the pellet added to the 15.39 ducal die, while the one-third again had a pellet. The 
preceding groats frequently had a ’trefoil' of pellets similarly placed, and at least once an 
annulet (B. fig. 715). On James Ill's thrcc-quartcr-facc groats half a century earlier such an 
annulet w'as quite frequent (Stewart class VI e-g). It seems that a quarter of the Rigghead 
bawbees w'crc struck before an annulet was begun on them; apparent early examples (B.3 
and Rich. 76) are illusory. Thereafter it w'as left off from one in ten, which may be rather 
too many to be accidental, for it was obvious and could be corrected. Of two dies with the 
annulet above the 5. one has perhaps been ‘corrected' by having it placed above the 1 as 
well (Rigg 204 and 211. pi. 12, 18-19). The device was not continued under Mary. A very 
inconspicuous privy mark, three tiny dots in the field, occurs on one reverse (Rigg 228- 9, 
pi. 12, 23), and twice similarly under Mary (p. 123). A dot in the letter O as on the 
two-thirds ducat recurs briefly on the bawbees (pi. 12, 16). 

The small fleur-de-lis initial-mark on the reverses harks back to the gold unicorns of 
James IV, the large ones in the field to perhaps still earlier groats. They came immediately 
from the pattern ducat, from w'hich the crown initial mark and the thistle-head w-crc used 
on the quarter-bawbee. The crown for the ‘regal saltire' is again the same as on the pattern, 
both sides of the half, and the reverse of the quarter, it is not clear whether it was 
composite or from a single punch. On the two-thirds ducat it was used for the crown above 


H Benncil . ‘The Scots Bonnet' in f-'rani ihc Stoiif lo 
llie 'Fvrix-jin'. edited hy A O’Connor and D. V. Clarke 
(F.dinburgh, I98,t). pp. .346-6* (.S4.S-.S1)), In IS.tS James, in 
Paris lor his. marriage, had forty diamonds set in a bonnet, 
possibly the one depicted: Aixoums of the Lord Hiah 


Treasurer of ScolUiiid, (cited as LHT), edited by J Btilfout 
Paul (Edinburgh. 1907). VII (IS.J8— 11). .wand 14. 

" Sec also note 20. 

AS 9(H); Stewart, p 202 and pl.xxii. ,J()2. ’Type V’ 



ihe shield, wiih llie separate addition of an arch ot double lines and a liny pellet above each 
cusp (pi. 12, F). On the hall-bawbee's obverse an arch was similarly added, and on some an 
indication of the hoop's circuit below. The design at least barely changed on through the 
first years of Mary's bawbees. 

Some letters from the ducat fount, originally the crowns', occur sporadically, notably the 
R with reversed-S foreleg such as comes again on Mary's very first bawbees (fig. 1.1). It has 
been noted in James's issue on some dies in what are here called varieties (a), (b) and (d). 
in the latter rare, and is the characteristic of (e). The half-bavvbec letter punches seem 
mainly the same as for the tw'o-thirds ducat. Altogether it is likely that the first dies for the 
bawbees and half-bawbees were made concurrently with those for the ducat and its 
fractions in l.‘i.'?y-4(). 


Classifiatiion (see also Catalogue) 

The striking sequence of these bawbees is not of much consequence, given their short 
period and few obvious changes, but the somewhat erratic order now obtainable from 
details of the obverse crown and of the lettering shows that Burns' brief list should be 
reversed. That crown is, as mentioned above, like that of the ducat's reverse, but the arch 
has a second line often lost in the border. At first the hoop (unlike that of the gold but like 
the crowns on the placks) has the whole circuit indicated as seen from below, and the 
interior was sometimes hatched (pi. 12, 1 ). The cusps then had no pellets. Soon the line for 
the back of the hoop, apparently always faint, was reduced to a small hook at the side, iind 
before long removed entirely. This logical progression is confirmed by successive damage 
to the letter N on the reverses. The use of this and other criteria is not always 
straightforward and they are often not clear. In the beaded border a large pellet. ;is on the 
ducat, forms with the initial cross in the inscription an orb-and-cross (inial for the crown. 
There are variations in the size and thickness of this cross, which siaiuhirdised to thin and 
relatively large. 

The first major variety (a) is, how'ever, defined bv the three-pellet slop in the reverse 
inscription (pi. 12, 2; B.5 fig. 776). It comprises a fifth of the Rigghead sample (26). and is 
followed in variety (b) onwards by a single-pellet stop. IE.\ception;illy, as on B.4 fig. 115. ;i 
three-pcilcl reverse not only accompanies an obverse of variety (c) but has the ‘sharp N' 
which has lost its lower front serif (pi. 12, 10). so that temporary re-u.se of the stop might be 
deduced, if not error. But the sharp N does already appear sometimes in the second ol the 
tw'O subdivisions of (a). The distinction between the pictorially backward-lilted crown 
showing much of the interior (i) and that with mere side-hooks (ii) (pi. 12. 5) may not be 
entirely chronological, if only because of ease of encroachment by the thistle-lop. 

Variety (b) does not have a distinctive obverse. Its single-pellet reverses are twice 
combined with obverses that are also known wilfi their doubtless original three-pellet (a) 
reverses (pi. 12, .T-1). (The absence of a central bar from some of the Ms suggests that they 
were made up from several punches.) Another similar obverse from Rigghead, is the only 
case of the shorter ending ORV. due perhtips to 'correcting' the error SOC'OI. One of 
Rigghead's three examples of (b) with normal R on the obver.se has a correction on the 
reverse, made by striking lo over l)V (pi. 12. 6). On B.-J a double-struck crown mtikes an 
imaginary annulet. 

Variety (c) is a little more frequent (7 in Rigghead). Its obverse crow'n still has some sign 
of the hoop's interior, but it has become normal to add pellets to the cusps. 'I he annulet 
now also begins; dies without it may be combined with three-pellel (a) reverses (pi. 12, 
9-10), so too B.4. Perhaps the first use of the iinnulet w'as on the exceptional obverse the 
(found w'ith both sharp and complete N reverses), which has it inconspicuously at the very 
edge of the field (pi. 12, 1 1-12. N sharp; B.-). as on the ducal. .Another has it high beside 
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the crown, from which the arch has been omitted (pi. 12, 13. B.2 fig. 773 etc. N complete). 
This die has the peculiarity of a dot in the letter O, as on the two-thirds ducat (cf. pi. 12, 
16). With ordinary O, and an annulet (and so not (a) or (b)), one Rigghead obverse has the 
crown’s pellets omitted (pi. 12, 14-15). Its annulet is closer above the I, as became usual. 

On much the most numerous (87) of the Rigghead bawbees of .lames V any sign of the 
hoop's interior was eliminated. Of their three tentative divisions variety (d i) is that in 
which the letter N is complete or more usually sharp. The position of the normal annulet 
throughout can only arbitrarily be described as medium or low above the 1; high is less 
common. A die with a low annulet larger than usual has the ducat R (pi. 12, 21). The 
annulet may be hardly visible (not struck up, as clearer duplicates once show), but may be 
omitted as the crown’s pellets certainly are sometimes. Probably also accidental are more 
obvious exceptions, the dies already mentioned which have the annulet above the 5 (pi. 12, 
19-20). found with two unbroken N reverses, and above both 1 and 5 (pi. 12, 18). (It 
should be noted that Rich. 76 in (a) has only a phantom annulet above its 5.) 

When the sharp N breaks further (pi. 12. 23) and then becomes squarely truncated (pi. 
12, 27). a later stage is evidently reached, variety (d ii), which is not distinguishable by 
other criteria. The confusing omissions of the crown’s pellets or of annulets (pi. 12, 24) 
continued occasionally. Two extra annulets have once been punched, beside and beh)w the 
1 (pi. 12, 29). A larger-sized annulet occurs several times in Rigghead. once on a coin (248) 
that is heavier than normal but which duplicates the obverse of B. Ibis fig. 772, which is of 
average weight. The three-dot privy-mark (p. 122) is known with tw'o Rigghead obverses 
(pi. 12. 22-4) and on a duplicate. Variety (d ii) is represented by .59 of James’s bawbees 
from Rigghead. almost half their total, and among these there is frequent duplication of 
obverse clics. including 3 quintuples and a quadruple out of 13 multiples noted. (Some 
identities were probably mis.sed, giving too many singles.) Presumably this indicates some 
special circumstance during the formation of the hoard. Of that there is some confirmation 
from more evenly spaced duplication within varieties from other sources. The high 
representation at Rigghead of the class I bawbees of Mary (p. 136) is further evidence that 
much of it was put together in 1542 to 1545. 

A final variety (e) (pi. 12, 30) is distinguished by the return and regular use of the ducat 
R. and of a large C and G that had been used occasionally in (d). The.se letters and the M. 
by this time with a shorter left leg, continued into Mary’s class la, but the broken N did 
not. A curious tendency w'as the multiple punching of the annulet. There were only 8 of 
variety (e) in Rigghead. 


James V’s half-hawbees (pi. 15, 127-34) 

Very few half-bawbees were issued, to judge from the duplication of obverse dies - one 
even among the 6 specimens from Rigghead. In the total miscellaneous sample of .34 coins 
studied (including photographs) 8 obverse dies are duplicated and 7 occur once, suggesting 
not more than about 20 originally. Variations such as the position or omission of the 
annulet seem to have had even less deliberate significance than on the bawbees. The design 
was reduced in size by smaller letters, the contraction of R(EX) and omission of the tw'O 
large lis. but the crown on the reverse saltire appears to be the same as that of the bawbees, 
and with additions was the same also on the obverse. Changes in the hoop follow' those of 
the bawbees; two obverses show an oval interior, which is reduced in four or five cases to 
side-hooks or just one. These all have a small initial cross in the legend, here used to 
denote variety (a) (pi. 15, 127-31). Obverses on which there is no sign of the crow-n’s 
interior have almost all a considerably w'ider and thinner initial cross - variety (b) (pi. 15, 
132-4). A slightly broader G is much commoner in (b). but is only a die-sinker's tendency 
and has to be rejected from classification. For the shape of the void varies and the upright. 
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Struck separately, may leave the lower tip of the basic C projecting from a narrow G. 

The original letter punches, including an R that resembles a B, seem to be those of the 
two-thirds ducat, as also the smaller cross. Variations in the letter A have not been found 
helpful, but a pellet-like lob-top has been put at the end {ph 15, 132 B. fig. 111). The letter 
V has generally lost all or part of its right upper tip. Even the complete crown interiors are 
accompanied by broken or breaking V, while the complete letter may be beside 
side-hooks. Conceivably it was refurbished only to break again. The saltire is grained (pi. 
15, 130). 

In (a) one die has a tripie-punched annulet (AS 974). another VVM in monogram and 
evident composite G (pi. 15, 129, with four reverses), while there is also one ORV (pi. 15, 
131). In (b) one die has an annulet above the 5 (pi. 15, 134); though an obvious attraction 
for collectors who acquired five specimens including B.2a fig. 779, it is represented by a 
further two from Rigghead (HS 975). There are again four reverses with it. 


James V’s quarter-bawbee (pT 15, 135-6, 135a-6a) 

The obverse of the unique quarter-bawbee (B.-, NMS ex Lockett) is partly double-struck 
and its centre now largely blank. However, as Stewart saw, its design is novel. At about 
four o'clock there are two overlapping impressions of the thistle-head used above the 
saltire on the pattern ducat, and a slight bump further round confirms that there may well 
have been three heads ‘disposed tripodially' and radially (unlike those vertical on James 
VTs 1597 twopence and penny (B.fig, 970-1) by another James Achesoun). The reverse is 
like the bawbees’, the crown on the saltire again from the much-used punch or punches. 
The crown initial mark is the same as on the ducat pattern. The C and G punches at least 
were the same as those of the one-third ducat. In view of the estimated small number of 
half-bawbee dies, there may have only brieily been a very restricted issue of the quarter, 
which was contracted for at the same tiine. 


Historical records 

Mrs Murray has recently drawn attention to the decision in 1538 to issue a new alloyed 
‘penny of three penny fine’ to be current for six pennies. This was embodied in a royal 
letter of 7 August and in the subsequent tender dated 16 August accepted from Richard 
Wardlaw.''^ There were to be halfpennies and quarters, but their proportionate quantities 
were not indicated. The detailed equipment which Wardlaw expected the Treasurer to 
supply and maintain included twenty anvils, sixteen small balances and sixteen sil- 
versmith's benches. Wardlaw and the other officers were to have the mint’s dwelling and 
workshop accommodation at Holyrood. The latter at least was in regular use already, as 
can be seen from the annual profits on the coinage recorded by the Treasurer from before 
1530 up to 18 April 1538, apart from two possible interruptions. Indeed as the sum for the 
final short period (table 1),'^ is rather higher than for almost all the previous full years, 
there may have been some crowns and a last intensive striking of groats, and perhaps 
largely of the one-third groats introduced then or not long before. Contrary to Burns’ view. 


'M. ti. Stowtirl. 'Two Scoltish coins of new Jcnonii- 
nnlion', \'C 6th Sor. 3t) (njhO), li^. 2; Stownrt. 

.Sen/ («'/j C’y jVj ft i,' (' p I . .n i i . ,201 1 . 

" J. E L. Mtirruy 'A iL'iidcr for the Scottish cointif^c iti 
153S', in Ldlt’r M edieva! . . , Ei'^hth O.xford Syiuju}- 

shnn on Coinage itiul Ei'oninnio Hixiurv. cdilctl liv N. J. 
Mayhew and P SpiiUord, BAR Inl. tSV (Oxford, lysS). pp 


222-2S; /Ic/v oj lhi‘ tj/rdx of CoumU in i'uhhc Ajjntr', 
!50i-l554. edited hv R. K. ttannav (Edinburgh, 19.23). pp 
472-2 

'M.irt VI (ls21-t.v2S) - Vin (I24I-1S46). X (1,2,21- 
i.2.29) (1913), picvitiiisly c.vlrEicled in R W ( (jcliran- 
I’atriek. /iccorih oj tlw (.'.otnuitc oj SmtUind (Edinhiirgh. 
iS76), I, .29-(,0 filed as C'-P 
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it is now thought that the last coins of the silver issue were those with colon stops, with 
one-third groats perhaps Iasi of all as they run on typologically from the groats. 

The change to base silver (and to ducats, though this is not in the records) coincided with 
the appointment as Master of the mint on 13 August 1538 of Alexander Orrok of 
Silliebaw'bie, after whose territorial name the bawbees seem to have been soon called. He 
took the place of James Achesoun. who had produced the one-third groat and who was 
said long afterwards to have refused to coin the bawbee, its replacement. According to the 
same source, c.1582. Achesoun had to return as master coiner in 1540 because Wardlaw 
and his immediate successor Richard Young had been unable to perform their task.'*^’ 
Despite this assertion the royal profits as paid to the Treasurer are evidence of more 
continuous coining, as summarised in table I . with estimates of the volume of coinage added. 


TABLE I 


From 

Mini [H'l iad. and ^old bullion 

Payment 
of [irojii 

Ustimaud 

bawbees 

fcrrufri.v 

dneats 

Achesoun 

L>.2.37,G8-18.4..38 

(LI IT period 24.3.37, GS-24.9..38) 

tl.-lO 12s 9d 

mainly groats'.' 


Orrok 

21). .>..38- 18.8.-39 

(LflT period 24.9..38-I7.9..39) 

i:2.2>4 18s 4d 
and £76 with 
W'ardlaw 

273.066 

(if £2.000 for b.) 

•y> 

Orrok 

I8.8..39-2.9.4(I 

(LUT period 17. 9. .39-2. 9. 40) 

£1.421 bs 4d 

194.().>7 


Young & Orrok do. from I7lb. 14 oz Troy 

If. 108. I2.> grains allovedl 

£82.1 Is 6d 


1.224 

Achesoun 

2.9.40-7.9.41 

£4.78,3 9s 6d 

.>60.037 


Achesoun 

do. from <-.153 oz jc. 76.63.3 al.gi'.| 

£402. 8s. lOd 


867 

Achesoun 

7.9.41-16.8.42 

£3. .3.36 19s 6d 

413,927 


Achesoun 

do. from 197 oz 

£.103 lOs lOd 


1.1-34 


16.8.42-12.12.42 not known 


i.44Elt87-i- .t.225 + 

Note: Non-gokI is estimaleci as all whole bawbee.s. Prolit on bawhecs for 16.^8-40 is rcckoncil at il2n per 
stone bullion ( 16,384 coins), and from 134l)-41 at £14tJ.'’ Gold bullion is reckoned at 24 carats. ;ind ducats at 23 
carats though they .seem to have been reckoned 22 carats in l.sVb.*'^ 

Few. if any, coins need have been struck in the latter part of 1538; it is particularly 
unlikely that one-third groats continued to be struck after the bawbee w-as decided on. The 
preparations for the new coins and their designs could well have lasted into 1539. especially 
as Wardlaw was not fully experienced. So although the bulk of the 1538-39 payment must 
relate to bawbee.s, the quantity involved could well have been struck during five months of 
1539, and the suggestion made on p. 122, that the rejected design for the ducat preceded 
the (final) design for the bawbee, is quite feasible. ■'* A total issue of James V Bawbees. 


Hopetoun MS (BE Add. MSS .l.S. .>.11 1.2.10-8); C-P I. 

%. 

Miirrav. A lender lor ihe Scoliish coiiuicc . .’ p. 226. 
Burns'll. 2.10. 

As note 17. 

Mr.s Murruy suggests [in till ) that ihc gold piece inighi 
not be ;i pullern but a restricted issue in connection with the 
Order o( the Thistle. She notes the statement by Sir George 
Maekeiuie. Ohservtilions upon ilw Laws and Ciislonis of 
Ls'aiions as in L'n'rcdcnus (Edinburgh 1680). p. W. that the 
knights of the Ordei when attending seis'iee in Ihc cathedral 
o( St Andrews llhereforc before the Reformation of 1.160] 


had worn a saltire ■environed . with a crown' as a tiailge. 
But it seems that there is no other evidence to eonneet the 
device w'iih the Order, which indeed is now generally thought 
not to have existed :is such before it was revived’ in 1687 ; f. 
I. Burnett. The Green Mamie (Edinburgh (NMS) ld87). p, 4 
and ’The eolhir of the Ordei ol the I'histle' Jmiinal n! the 
Orders and Medals Lieseareh Soeieiy 26 (1087). I49-6S. T 
Innes (later LorrI l.yon King of Arms] look, however, a 
flexible iiuerprelation ol what constitutes an Order in lire 
foundation of the . . . Order of the Thistle'. Sans l.axv Times. 
June 19.47. 
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subsuming halves and quarters, at somewhat over a million and a half spread through more 
than three and a half years is smaller than estimated for less than three years in 1544-47 
under Mary (table 4). The comparable figure of upwards of only 3,225 ducats from, it now 
seems, only two obverse dies, with one each for the very rare half and extremely rare 
quarter ducats, gives a very low output per die for the softer metal,'' 


Mary’s bawbees, 1543-1554 


Classification (pis. 12-15) 

(see also Caui/ogue) 

The small design changes in the larger features of Mary’s bawbees, over a period of a 
dozen years, were no doubt in the main intentional and of significance within the mint’s 
accounting and accountability. Burns used the crowns on the obverse to distinguish eight 
classes, noting varieties of crown within some, and specifying a few of the changes of 
lettering. The beginning he identified by continuity in crown and letters with James’s issue, 
and the end by a similar sharing of punches with the silver struck in 1553. But within the 
series, he wrote deprecatingly of his own results, ‘there is no possibility of fixing the order 
of the bawbees of Mary’. This remains true, particularly of many varieties within the 
numbered classes which may now be more clearly indicated - by numbering as a (i) etc 
without necessarily implying their sequence, and by some drawings (figs, 1-5). Study 
arising from the Rigghead hoard has. however, found some confirmation of Burns’ order 
from further internal links. 

Few real alterations are now put forward. One is the recognition that Burns class 1, much 
better represented at Rigghead than in collections previously, covers several major 
subdivisions equivalent to other classes, including the coins minted exceptionally not at 
Edinburgh but at Stirling. So it may be called group 1. Three other groups are proposed - 
2, classes Il-’Va; 3, classes Vb-VIIa; 4, classes Vllb-VIII. It is also suggested that two 
varieties should lead into class ’VI instead of coming at its end. 

The possibility should be kept in mind that small features may have distinguished say 
two workshops striking simultaneously. Because of the similarities to be expected in the 
work of any one punch-maker the forms of the letter-punches and of the initial mark 
fleur-de-lis (which may be composite) provide guidance that is hard to follow, and has been 
used rather selectively. Die comparison has concentrated on obverses. The number of dies 
was usually too large to allow the available sample to help by die-linking. Details are in 
practice often unascertainable, not just because of wear but because of frequent double- 
striking, and of poor striking so that the centre is weakly struck-up. The thistle is thus a less 
useful feature than might be expected. For these reasons too. and for want of access to the 
Coats collection, Richardson in his catalogue was often unsuccessful in correctly matching 
coins to Burns' classes. There is, further, a scarcity of bawbees which retain even a 
substantial part of the outer beaded margin; as well as the irregular flans occasionally 
evident, clipping may be suspected even for billon. The bawbees from Rigghead, though 
little worn, averaged about 7 per cent below the nominal weight of 29.45 gr.'' 


Compare hi y low li^uros \\c\c su^ucsted for h\ 

J, K. R. iViLiriav, ‘d'hc Sootlish ^oki CDiDagc of A'C 

7ih ^cr. [5(S 

'■ The ahsenee of a remeth of wcif^^lu' from iho 1:^.^'^ 
Cfjnlract and ilie avcragiiiu of on aiKl pieevb 

provided for in ihe 1547 lease {bee noie 34). Lhai no 

very close ciieek was kcpl on ihc wcighl*rangc of iiulivklual 


picees; Murra\, ‘A (ender for (he Segtlish coinage , p. 
22h. Ri^^head unehpped hawiiees aveiaj^ed 27. .'S er, (3fj2 
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gr., av 27. fO gr. (74). s.d 7.72. 
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PrivY marks and errors 


The pellet sometimes noted by Burns as above the obverse crown is, as on James’s 
bawbees, simply the orb of its linial which is completed by the cross in the inscriplion. A 
few dies, however, w'ould seem to have been made identifiiible by various additional 
marks. Short rows of tiny dots have been placed in the upper triangle of the saltire or to its 
side in group 2 (class II Rigg.425; Va B.3bbis hg. 840). as comparably once under James 
(p. 122). There is a single pellet similarly placed once in chi.ss Ib(iii) and once in II (B.I5 
fig. 829 - not B. 13). but one on Rigg.427 and die duplicates is illusory, due to a lis initial 
mark misplaced then double-punched (pi. 13, 56). In Ilia there is a strsiy pellet in a corner 
of one obverse crown. Occasional single pellets centrally on the thistle-head or on the 
reverse crown's hoop (pi. 13, 55-6 and 88) are presumably just the mark of a compass 
laying out the beaded inner circles. In group 3 an obverse initial cross has been quite 
e.xceptionally duplicated at the end of the inscription by surrounding the stop with four 
dots (Braeside, Vc), A pellet stop within a word was perhaps signilicant - M A in class 11a 
(Rich. 59). in IIT' (Rich. 79bis). and again in Va (B.35 hg. 839); ma r in Ib(iii) (c.v Murray), 
in Vlhi (B.66 = AS 1053). and in half-bawbee Type B (ill. 14b); OPPI DVM in Vc (Rich.9i). 
The pellet in the letter O earlier (p. 124) may be comparable. In Va Gi is probably only a 
mistake for GI' (Rigg.471). 

Crescents or annulets have been inserted several times in group 1 - MAR (B.2 obv. = 
B.3). RE G (B.5). twice in the obverse held below M (B.IO = Rich. 52, and Rigg.351). 
There are pseudo-crescents made by double-punching stops in a class Ib(iii) obverse (B.9 
= Rigg.352). A gapped annulet below the saltire has been noted in group 4 Vllb(iii-v) - 
three dies w'ith it complete (Rich. 112. pi. 14, 118) and two .seemingly with it obliterated 
(Rigg.499 and c.v Lockett). 

There are several misspellings not always corrected in group I (Rigg.338, pi. 12, 34), 
besides cinquefoils omitted (Rigg..350, pi. 12,36). In Vd BV' is punched over GI (Rich. 128. 
pi. 14. 80), but 'errors’ on Rich. 139-40 are due to double-striking, as in Vllb (Rich. 145, pi. 
14. 115). The reverse crown may be upside down Ib(iii). Vla(iv) (pi. 14, 87). and Vlc(ii). 
all Stewart collection. In Vlb the central bar of the lis initial mark may he omitted. 


Forgeries 

Garbled inscriptions are one feature that the only two counterfeit bawbees seen have in 
common. They are also both of copper. One with its main details tolerably vvell drawn and 
clearly copying class 1 is in the Stewart collection, from Seaby in 1953. The other, now in 
the National Museums from J.K.R. Murray’s sale, is not well drawn but its obverse 
in.scription is partly intelligible MA . . . ORV>i, and a narrow M re.sembles that of cla.ss 
Vla-b. (Sec also footnote 49.) 


Coniraclions and stops 

The common variations of stops in the inscriptions may conceivably have helped the mint 
to identify dies. Those recorded by Burns and Richardson are not regularly reproduced in 
this paper. It may, however, be convenient to note that in group I the standard contraction 
SCOTORV w'as intended to have a pellet above the V as a contraction mark; it is present 
where ascertainable, B.2-1 1 being uncertain or incorreetly given in this respect. In group 2 
this mark is omitted or sometimes becomes a following stop, V' particularly in class III. In 
group 1 SCOTOR' has been seen once in Ib(iii) (pi. 13, 45), in group 2 twice in Ila(ii) 
(pi. 13, 51) and (c) (Rigg.435), once w'ith five reverse dies in IVa (Rigg.46U); and without 
the final slop once in II. a(i), also once each in Ilia and Va(ii) (B.2I and Rich. 87). 
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James's SCOTORVm is frequent in class la, recurs rarely in group 2 - life, IVa and Va(i) 
(B.19, Rich. 74, B.32) and is standard in groups 3 and 4. 

The original standard form d g regina-, has variants in group 2, D:G and 'DG- never 
indicated by Burns. It was changed for group 3 to - .D G R-, the stop between D and G being 
often so high as to appear omitted. The formula was enlarged for the later part of group 4, 
class VIII, to DEI G R- (see p. 134 ) except for Rich. 149 (pi. 15, 125). Apparent D GRA in 
Vlllb(iii) (Rich, 140) is merely due to double-striking. 

A stop at the end of the inscriptions is quite common in group 2, most frequently in class 
111. In group 3. rather than final stops only, a stop at both ends of the reverse inscription 
(occasional in class II) is common in Vb-VIa(i) and sporadic into Vlla(i), Corresponding, 
sometimes simultaneous, obverse stops (shown in the catalogue as + ) are common into 
Vla(i) and occur in Vlb(ii) (Rich. 107); this pattern supports the new position of Vd and 
Via made on other grounds. Such pairs of stops recur in group 4 in Vlllb(i-ii) on the 
reverse, and exceptionally on the obverse (Rich. 147), An anomalous colon before the 
reverse legend occurs in Vb(i-ii). Omission of all stops on the obverse is occasional in 
group 2 (Ila Rich, 62 and Rigg.419; Ilia Rigg.441 and 452; Va(ii) St. coll.; Vb(ii) Rich. 96) 
and is common in group 4, Vllb. 


Relations to the gold issues 

Only a very few twenty-shilling pieces dated 1543 are known, all from a single obverse die 
(B.1-2 fig. 809-10).“^ The composite crown over the MR in monogram on the reverse is as 
that showing part of the interior on James's half-bawbees’ obverse, while above the 
obverse shield it has ‘hooks’ and no arch. Its orb is present not only below the cross initial 
mark on the obverse but below the reverse’s sun initial mark. This visual malapropism was 
copied from James’s type V abbey crown - the correct form goes back to his class 1 groats. 
The main punches for the twenty shilling's obverse and reverse crowns were probably also 
the same for those on Mary’s type A half-bawbees, and the letter punches as those of A(i); 
for the gold's Ls in ANClLLA the G's vertical was used as horizontal stroke with an I. Face 
Burns the R of the twenty shillings is not like that on his crown B. 1 , but a parallel to that of 
bawbees class Ib(i), which should make it slightly later than Mary’s first abbey crowns. 

These, which are undated, follow the type V crown in most details, including the 
cross-less orb. They have, however, single-pellet stops, and cinquefoils at the sides of the 
shield. The letter fount is usually that of her bawbees closest to James's, here class la. Of 
the three such obverse dies known only one, with its reverse, is not extremely rarely 
represented (B.3 = Rich. 33 fig. 1 i 1 = AS 976 = obv. B.2 and revs, B.4 and HS 997). A 
fourth obverse die, two examples with different reverses (B.i fig. 807), has the same letters 
as bawbees class Ib(iii), and the lob-top of its A is still unbroken. So it is not earlier than 
autumn 1544 nor much later. One may add that though the obverse crowns of these dies 
vary in width as Burns noted for B.I , they are from the bawbees' set of punches differently 
spaced, except for the lines of the hoop, and guide-lines in two cases at the sides (B. 
fig. 808) (see p. 130). All told it would not seem that gold then took up much of the mint's 
time. 

The gold of 1553 was a more exten,sivc issue, studied thoroughly by J. K. R. Murray 
along with the silver and some bawbees and halves. He summarised them in tabular 
form, showing nine obverses of two types for the forty-four shilling pieces, five obverses for 


J , E, L, Murray, niic gold com, igc <7r M:iry, Oul-cii d. ulrm ‘The Scollpsh gttld aMnd;Uc <>f 

of BNJ 49 (1979), \C 7ih rci 19 fi979). Sec bEcj nolc 4fi 

J. K. R, Murray, 'The ScoUi^h coETiage ot , /J.W 37 S’juIom'. 
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four-shilling lestoons, and thirteen for the twenty-two shillings. Of particular significance 
for the bawbees, as he pointed out. a cinquefoil-punch with a broken leaf on forty-four 
shillings type Ila recurs on some class VIII bawbees. Further, along with it there is a D 
lacking the upper serif, a feature of twenty-two shillings type II. its last two dies, possibly 
separated bv a clear interval from the much larger type 1, .so possibly not really struck in 
1553. 

Group I 

The obverse crown of this group (fig. 1.1) is from the same punches as James's bawbees; 
the cross, outer florets, lines of the arch, hoop, and semi-circles seem to have had separate 
punches. The arch was probably intended to be two-line throughout. The crown on the 
reverse continued to be the same as on James's billon (p. 122). and the saltire continued to 
have a wood-grain pattern, which soon generally failed to show up. The variations of letter 
forms are considerable, but analysis of them here has been selective and incomplete. It is 
primarily by the form of the initial lis on the reverse that the new main subdivisions are 
distinguished. The Stirling bawbees can be related by their letters to one of these. 

Class la has the same lis initial mark, thistle and open A with barred and peaked top as 
were on James’s bawbees, the ‘ducat R’ as on his latest (pi. 12, 31-2, fig. 2. 1). The ending 
ORVM rather than V' continues on perhaps half the dies. An early start in 1543 seems likely. 
Slender cinquefoils with a pellet in the centre, which Burns placed second, are the 
peculiarity of Ia(i); those without this pellet appear at first less numerous, la(ii). hut w'ent 
on through lb. la(iii), only known from a later mule, has a closed lob-top A and some 
larger letters (pi. 12, 33). 

Class lb has a very small lis initial mark, and a new arrangement of the dicing on the 
thistle which to begin with has fine projections from the lowest central triangle (pi. 12, 
34-6). Its first new R with straight foreleg, originally extended by a fine horizontal lip, can 
be distinguished from later forms by the circular drill-hole that formed its fork and 
adjoining serif-projection (fig. 2,2). The ending ORV becomes normal. On a number of 
specimens the new' R is on the reverse only; that some of their obverses keep the form 
ORVM, and probably all keep the earlier thistle, shows that a(i-ii) obverses continued for a 
lime, but that perhaps the use of the previous lis reverses was specifically discouraged. As 
well as the new R, a mark of b(i) is an open A which has no central peak and soon loses its 
left projection (pi. 12, 34, and see pi. 13, 38). Occasionally there is a round O (pi. 12, 34). 
The use of an A like that of a(iii) but larger, constitutes the still scarce variety b(ii) (pi. 13, 
37). 

Stirling-mint bawbees, class Is(i-v) (pi. 13, 38-44), come in at this point. They were the 
first coins after James Ill’s Aberdeen groats not to haye been minted in Edinburgh, or at 
this time more strictly in the precincts of the palace of Holyroodhouse in the suburban 
burgh of the Canongate. They reflect the regency controversy of summer and autumn 1544 
(see p. 139). .An ostentatious cross-potent having plain crosses in the angles replaces the 
saltire on the reverse beside the name of the town, and its initial mark becomes a crown. 
The obverses are just as those of Edinburgh class I as Burns noted, but no connecting 
die-links have yet been recognised. There is, however, substantial duplication of dies even 
among the twelve Stirling coins of the Rigghead hoard. 

On the obverse dies what Burns called the old open .A is the new variety belonging to class 
lb(i), three limes in its unbroken form, ls(i), and three times broken. Is(ii) (pi. 13, 38-9). 
Tw'o of the latter and one of the former are represented in the sample of eleven studied by a 
single coin each, compared with only four singles among the forty-two coins with a closed A, 
so they may have worn out quickly. .A round O little u.sed in Edinburgh, in Ib(i), 
accompanied the open A but lasted more than twice as long. Perhaps some obsolete obverses 
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and punches had been taken from Edinburgh. The closed A at Stirling is a lob- topped forrn 
like that of b(ii) but wider; its beginning marks Is(iii) (pL 13, 40). For about half the 
Stirling issue, Is(i-iii), the M and R beside the thistle and in the legends are the same as in 
Edinburgh Ib(i-ii), then they are replaced by the slightly larger ones which characterise 
b(iii) and s(iv-v). The R is the more readily recognised as instead of a curved fork it has an 
acute angle (fig. 2,3). The round O seems to have been retained for only one pair of the 
new R dies, fs(iv) (pi. 13, 41-2), before being replaced by the constricted oval style on 
seven obverse dies in the sample, twenty coins. Is(v). (pL 1^ 43-4), A peculiarity perhaps 
of one die-sinker seen particularly on Stirling obverses, but also occurring through 
Edinburgh Ih(i-iii), is that the pellet for the orb is often placed on and not below the stem 
of the initial cross. With this there is a tendency for the RV to come very close together, or 
even overlap. One may conclude that the Stirling dies came between Edinburgh Ib(ii) and 
Ib(iii), and were produced by the same craftsmen. 

Edinburgh class Ib(iii) (pi. 13, 45-6) comprises almost all of the numerous bawbees of 
group 1 struck after November 1544. when the regency quarrel was patched up. As the 
small lis initial mark distinctive of Ib(i-ii) is resumed after the Stirling interlude (losing only 
after a while its lower tip), b(iii) is distinguished by the R (fig. 2. 3) and larger M which are 
those of the later half of the Stirling minting. Rigghcad produced a b(iii)/b(i-ii) mule, as the 
difference between the Ms and Rs shows. There seem to be at least two variant closed As 
in b(iii). one already normal in the Stirling coins, among which too the lob-top often 
appears broken, but a systematic arrangement has not been achieved; refurbishing of the 
punch or punches is likely. The tendency to increase the size of the letters had continued, 
with exaggerated openings. The sharp-forked R finally appears to be a P with an inserted 
foreleg (fig. 2, 4. see pi. 13, 48). A few dies with possible privy piarks have been mentioned 
on p, 128. 

Class Ic seems to have been small - one coin each in Burns and Richardson, the latter 
duplicating the obverse of one of the seven in Rigghcad. Its distinctions are a new, larger 
lis initial mark and a new cinquefoil, neither previously illustrated. These features are 
accompanied on the reverses of c(i) by the final ‘p'liched' R of ib(iii) (pi. 13, 48. fig, 2, 4). 
A new R was used for the known obverses (pi. 13. 47), and for some reverses - c(ii). It was 
probably in origin B-shaped like that on James's half-bawbees (pi. 15, 133), but usually has 
a tip added at various angles (fig. 2, 5), sometimes horizontally. 


Group 2 (pi. 13, 49-70) 

One Rigghcad coin provides confirmation of Burns' next step, for it mules a fc(ii) reverse 
w'ith a class II obverse. Classes Il-'Va are so closely related that they may be called group 2, 
and except for the beginning and end their numbering is arbitrary. That there was a distinct 
fresh start is indicated by the new letter punches, by the lis initial mark on the reverses and 
the fatter cinquefoils, as well as by the details of the crowns on both faces. Tlie initial cross 
on the obverses is sharp at the foot. 

On the obverse crowns the long- 1 as ting centra! cross was replaced by heavier forms. 
Burns' II cross fleurie (fig. 1, 2, pi. 13, 55) and III cross fourchee. Mere the common Ilia 
(B.fig. 834; pi. 13, 58) is distinguished from Illc which has pellets on the cusps, apparently 
a short revival (B.fig. 833; fig. 1, 5), and from Illd which has a ‘decorated' arch as if in 
transition to class IV (B,-; Rigg,459, pi. 13, 61), Class IV's crown is smaller as well as 
spiky, IVa having a central trefoil and two-line hoop, 1 Vb a cross-tike trefoil and singlc-linc 
hoop (fig, I, 6-7, pi. 13, 63 and 65), Chiss Va's crown is larger and its cross is ptirtly 
sqiiared-off (B.fig. 838; fig. 1 ,8). When the tirch is still dccortited it is ctillcd a(i) (pi. 13, 66 
and 68), plain is a(i0 (B.fig. 839-4(1; pi. 13, 69). and a(iii) (B.fig, 841) is wlicn the tirch is 
omitted. 
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Burns did not comment on the reverse crowns, but although their incidence appears in 
part irregular, and they arc now often not ascertainable, they could have been signiiicant to 
the mint. Possibly they indicated workshops, for other features are also concurrent in 
group 2. The centre of one form is a simplihcation of the obverse crown’s cross into a ’club’ 
flanked by large pellets, which may be circular or irregular. This (hg. 1,3 — coded p) is a 
characteristic of class 11a (B. fig. 829; pi. 13, 50 and 52). It may stray onto the obverse with 
a plain ttreh added to obscure the probable error - three dies including B. 27 fig. 836. part 
of Burns' class IV. here 11b (pi. 13, 53). The second reverse form, characteristic of 11c, is 
distinguished by a central trefoil in two or more variants, one resembling (p) - both coded 
(t) (lig. 1 .4, pi. 13, 56-7, cf. B. lig. 830). It was used once as an obverse in 11b. B. 28 (pi. 13, 
54). These two forms of class IPs reverse crown were used in the rest of group 2: (t) in 111a 
with a few e.xceptions and in lllc-d (pi. 13, 62). (p) in 111b (pi. 13, 59); then a mixture in 
IVa which might also be due to die interchanges not otherw'isc recognistible. for IVb and 
Va seem to have (p) almost entirely, latterly with a slimmed-dowm version of its ■club" stem 
(pi. 13, 67). 

The letter M in two forms is the chief criterion for the separation of lla-b and 11c, 
starting with the lla(i)/lc(ii) mule, on which the M's central indentation makes almost a 
right-angle and the legs broaden to the foot without a serif (lig. 2.6). The ball of the thistle, 
in a(i) only, has larger dicing than in class 1 (pi. 13, 49). This then becomes finer again from 
lla(ii) (pi. 13, 51-2), perhaps at the same time as modification of the M produces 
projecting serifs. The other M punch apparently coincides with the trefoil reverse crown of 
11c (pi. 13, 55-7). It has an acute-angled indentation (fig. 2.7) and, at first, serifs. Judging 
by the Ms there is some die-linking between lla(ii) and 11c. The ‘acute M‘ is then standard 
through classes 111, IV and Va, as well as lie, but the ‘w'ide-angle’ M recurs in IVa. 

.Another variable in group 2 is the lis initial mark. More than one size of punch was used 
for the separate petals already in lla(i). .A larger, with a drill-hole showing nearly complete 
on the left, has at first more of a hump (pi. 13, 52) than later. Its modified form is usual in 
11c and on through Va; this often shows a hair-line tip on the left (pi. 13, 56-7). A smaller 
petal is more frequent in lla (pi. 13, 50) and sporadically afterwards. It is usual in Illc (pi. 
13, 60), relatively frequent in IVa and Va (pi. 13, 67), and perhaps entirely absent from 
class Ill's principal sub-division Ilia, and also from IVb. A quite different lis that has 
straight petals distinguishes class Illb (pi. 13, 59 and B. 24 fig. 835). 

A number of obverses in 111a have a final stop at SCOTORV as rarely in II and Va (pi. 
13, 69). Reverses in III and Va often end in Gb, which is occasional in 11 and IV. In 111 
indeed there is a marked tendency to have a final stop one side or the other; some have 
neither but to have both is less common. For SCOTOR see p. 128. 

The surface of the saltire in group 2 may normally have been rippled horizontally, with a 
slight raised margin that tended towards the later Huted effect (pi. 13, 56 and 60). Instead 
of rippling there were sometimes vertical striations or shorter graining (see pi. 12, 32). 
Wear and mi.s-striking generally ob.scure these features. In cla.s.ses 111 and Va it is 
occasionally evident, owing to less careful placing, that the saltire's arms w'cre punched as 
separate rectangles (pi. 13, 62 and 67). In Va the cinquefoils have become smaller. As 
indicators of the sequence of the classes there are mules, IVb/Va (Rich. 85) and Va/Vb 
(Rigg.484). 


Croup 3 

Class Vb (pi. 13.71-2; B. 38-39), a small sub-class, marks the beginning of w'hat Burns 
called the second great subdivision of Mary's bawbees, here group 3. This group is 
distinguished particularly by the inscription DCJ RSCOTORVM instead of DG RE- 
GINA-.SC()T()RV. There were new punches for all the letters, with the peculiarity of 
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reversed Ms. The crown on the reverse now had a central floret that remained the same or 
very similar on into group 4, as did apart from a few exceptions a new lis initial mark which 
has a three-spike foot. Hooks on the hoop of the crown are a peculiarity of Vb-d, 
occurring in b(ii) also on the obverse. Other changes did not take place all at once, hence 
Burns’ numbering and order. At the start there were for a time also a reworked or new 
thistle, a plain central cross on the obverse crown, and larger cinquefoils. 

The obverse crown for class Vc(i-iii) was redesigned as open, without an arch, and 
showing the interior by a more or less complete oval hoop (fig. 1,10, pi. 13, 73; B. 40-3), 
reminiscent of James’s variety (a). Pellets on cusps and hoops may be added - Vc(iv) (fig, 

1.11, pi. 13, 75; B. 44-45). For Vc the cinquefoils became smaller again than in Va but 
more pentagonal (pi. 13, 74), and a form of R with serifed foreleg began (pi. 13, 73). With 
Vc(ii) the saltire became strongly fluted, so much so that group 2’s partial or slight fluting 
seems to have been largely overlooked hitherto. An exceptional wide foot on the lis initial 
mark distinguishes Vc(iii) and is found in c(iv) (pi. 13, 76). Stops at the beginnings and 
ends of the inscriptions are common in Vb on into Vlb (see p. 129), a liking echoed by the 
pellets on the crown of Vc(iv). Close links are provided by mules Vb/c(i) (B. 39 and 
Rich. 93 bis), Vc(iv)/c(i) (Rich. 94). 

Class Vd (pi. 13, 77-8 and pi. 14, 79-80) has been introduced to contain B. 63-64 
hitherto in class VII, and some related coins, for they share features with Vc - the R with 
front serif, the form of thistle, and the hooked crown on the reverse. An ornamented O, as 
used on James's bawbees, is new. The bold ‘strawberry-leaf’ obverse crown of Vd(i) (fig. 

1.12, pi. 13, 77; B. fig. 854) has the interior shown as if tilted, and despite the return of the 
arch is more closely related to those of V than to class Vll (pi. 14, 107). The crown of 
Vd(ii) (B. 64 fig. 855) differs in having a spaced double-line arch and no indication of 
interior (fig. 1, 13, pi. 14, 79). The serifed R gets dropped in the course of Vd. 

Class VI is large and in this is comparable to class I. In contrast it gives the impression 
that several designers of varying quality were now involved in the many changes of detail. 
It begins with B. 62 fig. 853, hitherto placed at the end but here Vla(i) (see pi. 14, 81-2); 
VIa(ii and iv) arc not in Burns (pi. 14, 83-4 and 86-7). The ornamented O links Vd and 
Vla-b(i-iii), after which the plain O returns. The serifed R recurs rarely in Vla-b. A 
distinctive narrow M is specific to the several subdivisions of Via and part of Vlb, and with 
other forms of M and their tendency to break at a corner, has been used to trace various 
stages in class VI, not necessarily sequentially (fig, 3). The reverse crown has a two line 
hoop, without hooks. 

The obverse crowns of Vla-c are varied, but all have cross-like Heurs on the intermediate 
cusps (fig. 1.14-19). In Vla(i) there is a low double-arch with a straight-line hoop, the 
whole being rather poorly drawn; it is represented by eleven coins from four obverse dies 
(pi, 14, 81-2; B. fig, 853). The accompanying thistle has a smoothed outline. A single arch 
and more jagged thistle distinguish Vla(ii) (pi. 14, 83-4; B- -). Vla(iii) has no arch (pi. 14, 
85); here B. 52 gives a further link for the new order by having the distinctive cinquefoils of 
Vlb(i-iii) - not fig. 848 rev. A similar but better-drawn crown, which has a strongly curved 
hoop and row of fleurs but no arch, forms Vla(iv) (lig. 1.16. pi. 14, 86-7). known from a 
single exainple. In Vlb the thistle is increasingly jagged. The crown is arched and narrower 
with a gently curved hoop (fig. 1 ,17). Some varieties distinguished here are not readily seen 
or always ascertainable - crowns with sides joined to the hoop or not, and changes in the 
size of the cinquefoils and the ring-punch ‘piercing’ on them (pi. 14, 88-94). The large 
slender cinquefoils of Vlb(i-iii) are, however, evident (pi. 14, 90-2). So too is a curious 
version of the obverse crown which has rectangular 'jewels' on the hoop, Vlb(v) (Hg. 1.18, 
pi, 14, 95-6). It was not known to Burns but four obverse dies have been seen, and five 
different reverses with cinquefoils as b(i), b(iv) and c. The crown ol the common sub-class 
Vic is smaller (fig. 1 .19, pi. 14, 97-104; cf. B. fig. 850. and 852 - rec/c B. 60), It has its arch 
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decorated; a variety in c(iii) has a two-line arch, anticipating the crown of Vila. In Vlc(iii) 
the inner beaded circle is omitted on one face or the other, or on both, leaving a laying-out 
hair-line exposed, as often in VHb(iii-v). 

The occasional absence of the central bar of the lis initial mark in VTb(ii) shows that it 
was made up from more than one punch. So possibly a narrower form was as much due to a 
different die-sinker as to the need for refurbishing. This variation belongs to Vld (pi. 14, 
106). but occurs also in Vlla(i) (with which there are mules). Several features distinguish 
VTd besides the ‘wedges' on the intermediate cusps noted by Burns (B. 58 fig. 851). A 
peculiarity of the crown is that the central decorative pellets on the arch sometimes merge 
to form a trefoil with the leaf-shaped top arm of the cross when it rises from the broad 
transom (fig. 1.20, pi. 14, 105). 

Class Vila (pi. 14. 107-10; B. 65 fig. 856) has a neat obverse crown with a two-line arch 
(fig. 1 .21). It shares cpiality and details with R. 63 fig. 854 which here has been moved back 
as Vd, for a series of reasons already explained. The cinquefoils are as in Vlc-d. A blurring 
of letters is frequent in Vlla-b, as occasionally in Vld, and rarely earlier. Could this have 
been due to the quality of the die-metal, to allowing the voids in the punches to get 
clogged, or to too deep and uneven punching plus wear'? A drop in the standard of 
workmanship is apparent despite the improvement of design. In Vlla(ii) there is a different 
M (hg. 3.7). and a distinctive A with a nicked top begins, that is normal on the coinage of 
1553. A tw'O-line hoop returns on the reverse crown (pi. 14. 109-10). 


Group 4 

The slight alteration of the initial cross above the obverse crown into a cross-potent is here 
taken to be of political significance, as well as being one of a number of links with the gold 
and silver issue of 1553 (pp. 129-30). It marks the final Group, w'hich consists of two 
classes, neither common. 

Class Vllb has a larger crown usually without an arch (fig. 1.22-23), a new thistle, 
smaller letters notably an N instead of K, and two further cinquefoil punches. Obverses 
and reverses of Vila may be used with the new dies, which include an obverse with 
misplaced inscription (pi. 14, 112-13). Once a two-line arch echoes Vila (pi. 14, 111). The 
varieties Vllb(i-iii) are infrequent (and not in Burns); they retain beaded inner circles on 
both sides and may have a small pentagonal cinquefoil (pi. 14, 114). The extremely rare 
Vllb(ii) has the cross-potent as initial mark on the reverse as well (pi. 14. 115). Vllb(iii) 
normally has beaded circles only on one face, more open cinquefoils, and may have below 
the saltire a crescentic annulet or obliterated annulet (pi. 14, 116-18), also found with a 
VHb(v) obverse (pi. 14, 120). The lis initial mark has become cross-like. There are no 
beaded inner circles on Vllb(iv) (pi. 14, 119; B. fig. 858). or on b(v) which has a 
double-line arch on the crown, as in Vila (fig. 1.23, pi. 14, 120; B. fig. 857). One example 
has no stops on the obverse and a roughly scored thistle (pi. 15, 121). 

Class Vlll (pi. 15, 122-6) was discussed and fully described by .1. K. R. Murray in 1968, 
greatly amplifying Burns’ identification of close links with the twenty-two shilling gold 
pieces of 1553, including some shared punches that were defective (see p. 130). The 
inscription has been changed again, to DEI G R' (p. 1.30), with one exceptional D CTR- 
(pi. 15, 124). The crown is elaborate (fig. 1.24). There are smaller letters, beaded inner 
circles, and three sizes of cinquefoil as reverse initial mark, Vlllb(i-iii). with others beside 
the saltire. Despite a general neatness, a tendency for letters to be blurred continues. The 
saltire in Vlllb is slender and not fluted. 
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Mary’s half-bawbees (pi. 15, 137-64; fig. 4-5) 

Concurrent with bawbees, but not distinguishable in the records, an unknown proportion 
of the issue consisted of half-bawbees. (There were no quarters.) Their general design is 
similar, with one cinquefoil only, below the saltire. The division between more or less 
unfluted and strongly fluted saltires was maintained, as Burns noted. But the few that have 
been published, notably eight by Richardson, have not presented a clear picture although 
they covered the main varieties now recognisable in a sample of seventy-two, of which only 
one is from Rigghead. Thistle-heads, perhaps more readily distinguished than on the 
bawbees, are here proposed (rather than the crowns in fig. 4) to identify four types. These 
may be correlated with the four groups of bawbees. 

Type A has two main subdivisions. Its thistle throughout resembles that of James's 
bawbees and Mary’s class la, and was probably the same as on James’s halves, as were the 
obverse and reverse crowns. Type Aa (pi. 15, 137-8) has variants of a lis initial mark 
possibly from class la punches. The fork of its R is drilled like that peculiar to Ib(i) (cf. fig. 
2.2). Type Ab (pi. 15, 139-45) is distinguished by a smaller version of class lb’s very small 
lis initial mark, generally with a dot foot. Its minor subdivisions, Ab(i-iii), are marked by 
three further forms of R - the commonest is similar to that of class Ib(iii), the second has a 
short front leg, and the third resembling a B seems to be a reuse from James' halves. This 
has been placed last because its only two specimens have the added stop at the final VM- 
which is usual in the next type, and its R recalls that of class Ic (pi. 13, 47). James’ 
decorated O, not used on Mary’s bawbees until class 'Vd, may have been usual in type A 
but is generally indistinct. The M is like those of la. 

In Type B (pi. 15, 146-7) the thistle is smaller and coarser, its form reminiscent of that of 
class lie. The letter M is like that of class Ila, except once like Hc-I'V (cf. fig. 2.6-7). The lis 
initial mark Is like that of Ilia (pi. 13, 62). The sample is, however very small, only seven 
coins. Of these three are from one obverse die, the crown like type A; their reverse crowns 
are like those of classes II-I'V, one of variety (p) and two of variety (t) (cf. fig. 1.3M). 

Type C's thistle accompanies a fluted saltire and reversed 'A (pi, 15, 146-7) so it is 
associated with group 3. The thistle is curious because the ball appears to be from more 
than one punch, primarily a large diced triangle on and around which the dicing may be 
widely spaced, perhaps if weakly struck (pi. 15, 148 and 155). The new obverse crown has a 
tall central lis and a distinctive lop-sided arch; The new reverse crown is light, with splayed 
sides and a stunted central version of (t); it continues right through type D. Though type C 
is much the most numerous, comprising nearly half the sample, it is short of obvious 
subdivisions, so as for class VI some letters have been invoked. An R with complete rear 
serif distinguishes Ca (pi. 15, 148-9) from Cb in which the R has only half a serif (fig. 5.2). 
Cb then covers the later two-thirds, within which there is a succession of three Ms (i-iii), 
complete and defective (fig. 5.3-5, pi. 15, 150-5). It seems that as on class VI bawbees the 
punch for this letter was liable to be so held by the die-sinker that one corner got damaged. 
Very slight damage to the M of (ii) may account for its appearing on one obverse both 
complete and defective in the same inscription (pi. 15, 151), and indeed differently on 
three duplicates from the same die. Usually there is consistency on the obverse though the 
reverse may differ. A change of lis initial mark comes with the third M in Cbfiii) (pi. 15, 
153-4). This lis, and at first the R and M with it, last on into part of the final type. 

Type D has a finer-meshed thistle. Its twenty-seven specimens arc spread out over 
several varieties between which die-linking and muling arc frequent. Of two successive 
obverse crowns that of Da is not unlike that of type C but heavier, with a two-line hoop, no 
pellets on the cusps and an even-sided arch (pi. 15, 156). The reverse crown remains the 
same as in C all through D. The reverse's cinquefoil, hitherto uniform, was soon replaced 
by a larger one - Da(ii) (pi. 15, 157). Also in Da the letters, now of two founts of different 
size, are often blurred. The slightly smaller, medium-sized, letters that form Da(iii) (pi. 15, 
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159) are similar in design lo ihose of the gold of 1553 including the nicked-top A, and an M 
(fig. 5.6): on one reverse the older cinquefoil recurs (pi. 15, 159). Another obverse has no 
beaded inner circle. Thus there arc features associated with bawbee classes Vlla-b, the 
transition to group 4. 

Type D b and c, have a very poor obverse crown (fig. 4.4), its central broken-down lis 
and its arch now dented from C’s punches. In style the letters of Db continue those of a(iii) 
but they are very small, and more often blurred than clear (pi. 15, 160). Si.x obverses have 
been noted, from three dies, but two have Da(ii) reverses and three Dc reverses, from two 
dies. 

It is assumed that the three marked changes that constitute Dc were introduced 
simultaneously. Its cross-potent obverse initial mark is like that of group 4 bawbees. New 
larger letters include an N the right way round, but the medium-sized and defective D is 
from the punch used for the latest twenty-two shilling gold pieces and Vllla-b(i) bawbees 
(pi. 15, 162). One obverse is eccentric in having no inner circle, and the central M and R 
transposed (pi. 15, 161); it has a Da(ii) reverse. The other known obverse die is similarly 
represented by a single coin (Rich. 161, pi. 15, 163-4). Its appetirancc is bold because of 
fairly clear letters on either side, including a large D, but its letter Os set obliquely or 
sideways, and the retention of a small T, again show poor workmanship. On the reverse 
the two cinquefoils have a wide incuse ‘piercing’ and are the same as the initial mark of 
class Vlllb(i), The saltire, however, remains fluted. 


r)iscu.ssion 


Group and class proportions: the internal evidence 

The various available hoards and collections give conflicting evidence about the size of the 
main groupings of bawbees - table 2. Contrary to the sharp tapering already noted in the 
Rigghead hoard, the nineteenth century collections listed by Burns and Richardson drew 
from hoards, unspecified and mainly well-worn, in which apparently groups 2 and 3 were 
best represented. Though the greater number of readily distinguishable varieties which 
characterise these groups is an evident incentive to collection, the preponderance of group 
3 is borne out by the three c. 1935-62 hoards. As group 4 is so small in these hoards and in 
Burns, its numismatic distinctiveness may have resulted in over-representation in Rich- 
ardson and in subsequent collections. Probably it was much the smallest group. 


l ABLE 2 



Coals 

Huh. 

a net. 
kept 

for NM) 

Three 
hoards 
c. 1935-62 

Three 

private 

colls. 

Edinhuri’h 

Group 1 

14 

14 

120 (48) 

44 

24 

2 

29 

49 

66 (44) 

29 

25 

.s 

.4.4 

.S4 

14 (11) 

46 

59 

4 

6 

21 

4 (4) 

6 

27 

Halves 

6 

8 

1 (1) 

1 

44 

Stirling 

(Gp. 1) 

5 

,S 

12 (8) 

1 

16 
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Group 

Sample 

Dupl. 

obvs. 

% 

Dupl. 

dies 

+ Siu^ie 
spcc^. 

- Ohv. 
dies 

Ohv. die 
esiiftuiie 

1 5((>, 

53 

46 

86.8 

1! 

1 

18 

21 

1 Ediii. 

1.33 

46 

34.5 

20 

87 

107 

310 

2 

165 

54 

32.7 

23 

111 

134 

410 








740 

,4 

186 

58 

31.2 

25 

128 

!53 

400 

4 

51 

)4 

24.5 

7 

43 

50 

210 








700 

Halves, Ediit. 

72 

)8 

25.0 

7 

54 

61 

245 


N.B. Incomplete identificaiion m;ikes tlie Eclinbargli estini;ites too liirge3‘^ 

The obvious distinctiveness of the Stirling bawbees is, however, a likely reason for their 
relatively large number in collections, possibly in Rigghead as well. For their originally very 
small number of obverse dies can be closely estimated from their 85 per cent duplication - 
table 3. The present two-to-one ratio of reverses is based on possibly incomplete 
identification of reverse duplicates. One tnight expect it to be too high if, as seems 
probable, some of the obverse dies at first used at Stirling had been previously used at 
Edinburgh. 

The die estimates given here for groups 2 and 3 are based less securely on identified 30 
per cent obverse duplication, and thus indicate only maximum numbers. In these groups 
class 111 seems to have been relatively large, with II and Va each a little behind and IV only 
half of either, while Vc(i-iii) is comparable to Va. In the much subdivided class VI. 
Vlb(i-iv) and Vlc are similarly predominant, with Vila like IV. 

The greater monotony of group I obverse dies has led to a lower proportion of those 
from Rigghead being kept for the national collection. The Rigghead proportion of four to 
five for the coins of the pre- and post-Stirling phases compares with an overall one to one in 
other sources examined. The pre-Stirling obverses duplicate frequently (45 per cent noted 
recently) like Rigghead’s late James V bawbees. Die recognition for the post-Stirling phase 
may be less complete. A distorting factor will have been also the discarding of poor 
Edinburgh speciniens. 

In the sample of half-bawbees Types A and D amount to under one-third of the total. 
Obverse duplication so far recognised is erratic, B and D (the scarcest types) having in all 
half of it. The resulting die-estimate will again be too large, which strongly suggests that 
the halves formed only a small part of the issue, as well as being unpopular with hoarders. 

I'his very imperfect account of the internal evidence is put forward now in order to allow 
some comparisons with the historical evidence that is to be discussed in the next section. 
The recorded accounting periods of the mint are aw'kw'ardly incomplete at either end. and 
the typological groups cannot be fitted at all closely onto them. Yet some of the problems 
may be identified by supposing that Burns' great divide might coincide w'ith the beginning 
of the third recorded accounting period. In the hypothetical pan of table 4 the (possibly 


Using iIil; formiiLi (iv 1 ) (n-known nhv. Uics) = (known Sicwarl. 'SccoirI thought', ml meJic'.til UiL'-oulpiil' , .'Vf 4 
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much too large) die-estimates in table 3 for groups 1 and 2 have been reconciled with the 
pre-1547 striking figures by allowing just 3,100 coins per obverse die and assuming 50 dies 
for the blank in early 1543. The interestingly large variations in the average monthly 
outputs are, on the evidence, true and not hypothetical, and may conceal even greater 
variations within the periods. In the third and fourth periods, when output was high, the 
hypothetical numbers of dies become greater than those (already too high) of table 3, 
though there may be more missing months at the end than now proposed. This suggests 
that in times of heavy output either dies were used for a longer period or some fixed supply 
of dies (say monthly) had to strike more coins. The heavy output was, however, only 
relatively .so, for in late fifteenth-century Flanders the ‘normal' daily output from one 
monneyeur (= obverse die ?) was 3,168 coitrtes (two mites, much baser than Mary's 
pennies). (For an improbably high Scottish output see p. 140). 


Historical Records 

Though official records of minting do not survive, notes from them in the seventeenth- 
century Hopetoun MS specify the bulk-weight, value and profits of bawbees during four 
accounting periods.-^ Theoretical numbers of bawbees struck may be calculated from 
these, at 16 per oz., 16 oz. per lb., and 16 lb. per stone (4,0%) - disregarding the 
probability that an unknown proportion of half-bawbces was subsumed - as shown in table 
4. 


TABLE 4 


Dates and metal minted, from Hopetoun 

1 

Lsiim, no. 

Ho. of 

Hypothetical 
Av. no. of 

No. of obv. dies 

MS. presumabh' ind. half bawbees 

of coins if 

months 

coins p.m. 

for period @ 

Period 

all bawbees 



.?. 10(1 each 


[14.12.42-10.8.43] 


(8) 

1 9.-375? 

50 '.’ 

1 10.8.43-30.6.44 54 si. 6 Ih. 

222.720 

(Oi) 

23.444 

71 

2 30.6.44-30.3.47 463 st. 1 lb. 

1 .896.704 

(.St.5) 

12.400 

20 

[ind. Stirling',’ 6.44-1 1.44| 


(28) 

65,525 

592 





73.3 

3 30.3.47-7.3.49/50 121 st. 4 lb. 2 oz. 

496.672 

(-35) 

14.190 

160 

pennies (ci 42 per oz. alloy, from 12 
silver-":- 

a. 




3.5,47-'.’ 144 SI. 4 lb. 8 oz. 

I..S5I,312 

[(35',’) 

44.-323 

'.’1 

4 7.3.49/,50-l5.9. 499 st. 6 lb. 2 oz. 

2.045,472 

(41',') 

49.889 

659 

[53 ? or part 54'?| 

4.661.568 

(50?) 


819 


In addition to what the table lists, it was stated in the Hopetoun MS that ‘thair wer 
mony ma bawbees cunyeit yet thair remains na ma in the register'. There were presumably 
more at the end (see below), and probably at the beginning in the eight months of Mary's 
reign before 10 August. The Stirling bawbees of 1544 may well have been included in the 


P. Spuliord. 'Mini in the Biirgiindiiin -’Hopcioiin MS :is in note 16. Burns II. 26.V4. 266. 

Ncihcrlands in ihc liltccnili century' in SiuJii's in Miimismtilic 292- .S; f-P 1 . <S(>-2. % 

Method edited hy C N. L. Brooke et al. (Ciimhridge, I98.t). ^ Burns II. .■>(17-9. excluding |iroposed huHpenee not now 

pp 2.49-61 (pp. 24.V4 and note 2S). known. 
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above figures as if there had been no transfer of minting. As J. K. R, Murray has shown, 
their large cross-potent and plain crosses in the angles, the ‘arms of Jerusalem', derive 
from the arms of Lorraine, and so were the symbol of Mary of Lorraine and Guise, the 
queen-mother, repeated on her silver coinage of 1554. After the earl of Hertford's surprise 
landing at the beginning of May had left Holyrood and much of Edinburgh burnt, during 
Henry VIILs 'rough wooing', she set up her court at Stirling. She was appointed Governor 
(Regent) by her convention there on 3 June,^‘* in opposition to the earl of Arran, whose 
badge was the cinquefoil placed on all other bawbees of the reign. The mint apparatus 
might have been sent away from Edinburgh in May, but it is unlikely that any Stirling 
bawbees were struck before June. They were referred to in letters sent by Governor Arran 
to the burghs of Stirling and Perth between 13 and 18 July 'dischargeing the babeis cunyeit 
be the quene’, and again before 3 October when officers were paid ‘wha proclamit letters in 
Aberdene and Banfe dischargeing the quene of hir authorite and dischargeing her canze'.^’ 
This may imply that the bawbees continued to be struck into the autumn. They will have 
ceased, but become legal tender, after Mary of Guise was reconciled with Arran late in 
November. 

A year later, on 1 November 1545, Alexander Orrok was succeeded as mint master by 
'William Hamilton of Comiskeith,"*- but as James Achesoun continued as master coiner this 
may have been a sinecure. The subsequent third accounting period in the Hopetoun MS 
is there specifically associated with Sir William Hamilton of Sanquhar as ‘taxman [lessee] 
of the cunyehous’. The long Letter of Tak to Hamilton and 'his partakeris' dated 1 March 
1546/47 is recorded in the Register of the Privy Seal.-'"’ Its provisions included the leasing of 
the profits of the coinage for a fixed yearly sum, and blanket authority for minting a 
specified comprehensive range of gold, silver and billon coins, which significantly did not 
include quarter-bawbees, A new 'sinker of the irons' John Achesoun, perhaps James's son. 
was appointed on 4 April 1548 in place of Patrick Lindsay deceased, A curious entry in 
the Acts of the Lords of Council for 5 December 1549 instructs that all puncheons for 
sinking of the irons for the coining of gold, silver and 'other layit money' which had been 
delivered to the late Patrick Lindsay, and the late Robert Logan of Cotfield as cautioner, 
should be delivered to James Achesoun. goldsmith and master coiner.’^’ 

For the fourth period in the Hopetoun MS William Colville, commendator of Culross 
abbey, is shown as ‘comptroller and taxman'. It seems that there is no blank in the MS after 
'15 September' for the year but. unlike Cochran-Patrick.’^ one would assume that the year 
intended must be later than 1550 to allow for the largest stated minting of the four. And 
indeed the Lord High Treasurer's accounts recording the royal profits from the coinage 
from 1546 onwards.'"'^ show that the commendator paid various sums in respect of 1550. 
then £2,333.6.8 for 1 November 1551 to 30 November 1552, and the same sum for 1 March 
1552/3 to 1 March 1553/4 - which must cover the 1553 gold and silver, the first fine coinage 
since 1543,'’'^ 

Bawbees were only 25 per cent silver and the Hopetoun MS comments ‘The maist ptfirt 
of the saidis babeis were cunyeit of dippit souses quhilk than wer proclamit in France for 
bullion and send heir to be convertit in babeis for payment of thair men of weir lying heir 
agains England'. This can be related to the French forces which arrived in June 1548, and 
to the Act of the Privy Council in December 1551 which prohibited merchants from 


■ riic Stirling twwhccs of M;iry. Onoon of Saris' . NCi/r 
l%t>, .J(16 nnd l9f)S, 26?. 

LHT Vtlt. p.Hi, 
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" ibid. IV (154S-46). No, 2704, 

ALC in RithiU' Ajjoir',. p. .49?. 

C-P, I, p.CMXSS 

'’"C-P. I. S(CS2; 1.1 rr VIII nnd X. 

Miirrtiy, 'Tin.- Soxiisb Tointiyc ol l.s.4.4'. pp, VSff. 



140 


11 IL BAWBEF. ISSUES OF .lAMES V AND MARY 


importing I'or public circulation ‘clippit sowsis and clippit Carolus as cryit doune in the 
rcalmc of France’. Even if exaggerated it does help to explain the large mintage in the 
fourth accounting period, when there were also Acts in July and November 1551 about the 
unpopular circulation of French money, which may then have been replaced by recoin- 
ing.""’ 

1554 still presents problems. The Hopetoun MS states that ‘in the end [of the bawbees] 
thair vver sum cunyeit to Mr David Pantcr bischop of Ross’. They were, however, not the 
only ones then coined. For as shown in the Acts of the Privy Council,"^' they were 
authorised on 1 1 January 1553/4 to be made from ‘certane stanis of silver veschell that the 
bishop has for his expensis'; but on 22 Jtmuary the council further ‘ordanis James 
Aitchesoun maister Cunyeour to imprent all sihx’r (my italics] to be brocht and deliverit to 
him be ane venerable fader in God William commendatour of the abbey of Culros 
comptroller to our soverane lady in babeis. Providing alwais that the silver inbrocht or to 
be inbrocht be my lord of Ross ... be just cunyeit in babeis eonforme to the ordnance 
maid their upon befoie. and gif the bischop of Ross has nocht the said silver reddy to be 
cunyeit as said is, ordanis the said James to receive the silver to be inbrocht be the said 
venerable fader and to cunye the same in babeis as said is, nochtwithstanding the actis 
made theirupon to the contrair’ (not now extant). Presumably it was the bullion value plus 
the profits of his issue that were wanted to support the bishop’s embassy to France, and 
foreign currency and credit could have been borrow'ed on their security. So the minting 
need not have been hurried, and Achesoun was authorised to start on the commendator's 
silver if the bishop's was not ready when the bishop left. 

Supposing ‘certane stanis’ amounted to at least three (4(S lb. of say 87 per cent silver) this 
would nominally have given 42,762 bawbees with a face value of £1.1)69.1.0 including a 
profit of £261 if one disregards the value of the ves.sels' 13 per cent alloy. But in addition, 
specifically lifting some previous embargo and without limit of amount, authority had been 
given to the commendator, accountalile as lessee of the mint, to strike billon again on his 
own. probably in line with his previous scale. There was nothing exceptional in the 
specification of vessels to be used as bullion, for details of silver and gold vessels received 
and paid for by Achesoun in 1543-47 are noted in the royal accounts, and silver vessels 
totalling 3 st., 2 lb., 3 gr. are noted for 1550."'^ In a way comparable to the bishop of Ross’ 
licence there was a licence to the French amba.ssador to have struck tw'o stone weight of 
utter fine silver into pennies between 6 December 1554 and ‘the x of Januar next 
thaireafter’. Made up with alloy to 24 st., 12 oz. as recorded in the Hopetoun MS this 
would have made 258,552 coins in barely over a month; but much higher rates and 
evidence of activity were soon usual."' 

Conclusion 

From the samples catalogued by Burns and Richardson it is likely that the size of group 1 
(understated before Rigghcad) together with group 2 may have been not much smaller 
than group 3 and 4 combined (in which 3 must have greatly predominated despite the 
natural tendency of collectors to over-cmphasisc the scarcer varieties such as those in 4). 
The substantial part of group I now shown to have been later than the Stirling bawbees of 
mid-1544. must be included in the second accounting period of the Flopctoun MS. We 
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might then tentatively equate group 2 with the remainder of that period. The striking of 
penny pieces authorised in May 1547 may have had priority in the third period (1547-50). 
So if the main minting of bawbees in that time was conveniently marked by the beginning 
of group 3, it need not have begun promptly after John Achesotm’s arrival in 1548. Period 
4 with its largest stated minting, beginning in 1550, would then cover the bulk of group 3 
and at least some of group 4. 

The criterion for group 3 has been taken to be the change in the inscription froin 
D G REGlNA to D C R rather than the not quite coincident strong lluting of the saltire 
headlined by Burns, for it seems likely to have been the more evident and significant. The 
contraction to D G R had already been used on the rare twenty-shilling gold pieces of 1542 
and on James V’s half-bawbees, and was standard, if only for reasons of space, on the tiny 
penny pieces apparently first authorised in 1547. Perhaps group 3 bawbees merely followed 
this lead; and it is R' too on the gold of 1553 except for one forty-four-shilling type which 
has REGINA, It is notable that this full form returned in 1555 not only on the large silver 
testoons but also on the billon coins that were considerably smaller than the bawbees. 
Moreover contrary to Scottish precedent it was in each case made emphatic by being 
placed at the end of the phrase, after instead of before SCOTOR; and this arrangement was 
continued whenever Mary issued coins alone, though with Francis and Henry Darnley the 
usage was R R- SCOTOR or similar. In 1553 and 1555 the stress on the queen may have 
been subtle claims by the rival regents to be acting for her. Perhaps it is not too far-fetched 
to wonder if D G R- had marked Mary's departure in November 1548. The change in class 
VIII and in 1553 late gold to DEI in full could reflect the increasing religious strife by 
stressing the divine legitimacy of the queen’s authority. (The political significance of the 
motto-like inscriptions on the coinage of Mary and of James VI has been examined by I. H. 
Stewart,)"*^ Similarly the replacement of the fleur-de-lis initial mark on the class VIII 
reverse by a cinquefoil, as on the obverse of the 1553 testoons, may have been intended to 
soft-pedal the French connection,'*'^’ Mary of Guise's cross-potent, however, introduced as 
the initial mark of VI Ib, continued to indicate her strengthening interests, as shown by its 
presence on the coins during her subsequent regency (1554-60).^^ 

At any rate while typologically class Vllb is linked with the 1553 coinage there is as yet 
no proof that it must all precede that year, nor any that it was not continued after it - even 
for a while concurrent with class VIII if that was all for the bishop. On the other hand only 
a lesser part of VIII may have been the bishop's, for on the basis of our very small sample 
Vllb and VIII might have had a ratio of 3:2, We can only be confident that, as all known 
bawbees (except those of Stirling) bear the Hamilton cinquefoils, none were struck after 
Arran resigned as Governor (Regent) in November 1554. There is, too, no gold or silver 
dated that year for the mint to have worked on, though already in September there were 
preparations for a new coinage.'*''^ Pennies which Burns identified as those struck for the 
French ambassador at the turn of the year have a crown like class VIIF fleurs-de-lis instead 
of cinquefoils, and a plain cross not a cross-potent. 

Sixpenny billon was not struck again. There were lighter twelve-penny groats (nonsunts) 
of six not three deniers fine in 1558 and 1559, foliow'ing more very base pennies, 
penny-halfpenny ‘lions' (hardheads) and fourpenny placks, and some experimental silver. 
Substantial minting of good silver had. how'cvcr, been resumed in 1556-58. The date when 
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the Rigghead hoard was liidden, probably 1554-55. is deduced from the absence of all 
these. Counterfeiting indeed went on and was one of the reasons given in 1567 for a halving 
of the values of billon, including the reduction of the bawbee to threepence and the 
nonsiint to sixpence. Yet there was no mention of either in 1575 when counterfeiting of 
the lions and placks was so serious that they were called in, and those genuine re-issued 
countermarked, at the reduced 1567 values. Whatever their price bawbees stayed 
numerically the predominant coin in hoards for at least twenty years ;ifter their issue 
ceased.'’' 


APPENDIX 


Inventory-type summaries 

Rigghead Sandpit, Collin, Torthorwald, Dumfriesshire, December 1963. 

10 AV, 142 .AR, 377 Billon inch 196S stray parcel, plus some unrecorded. English. 
Scottish and French. Deposit: c. 1554-55. 

Enghincl (115); Henry Vll, half-groats, prolile 4; Henry Vlll. 2nd issue groats. 93. 
half-groats 18. 

Scotland (405): .lames 111, plack 1st issue I ; .lames IV. placks OE 8. Rom. 3: James V. groats 
21, one-third groats 6. placks 12, bawbees 1.32, half-bawbees 6; Mary, abbey crowm 1, 
bawbees Edinburgh 202, Stirling 12. half-baw'bee 1. 

France (9); Charles Vlll, ecu I. half-ecu 1; Francis 1, ecus 7. 

Container: earthenware jug. 

Disposition; NMAS 200, Dumfries M. 93, Hunterian 54, BM 7 English, RSM I French, 
returned to tinders 174. 

Noranside, Tamiadice, Angus, October 1962 
1 AR, 93 Billon, Scottish. Deposit: c.1587. 

Scotland (94): James IV placks OE 5. Rom. 2; James V. placks 5. bawbees 5. half-bavvbce I ; 
Mary, bawbees Edinburgh 24. half-bawbee 1 . bawbees Stirling I , placks 17. hardheads 1555 
3. 1556 1, 1558 5, uncertain 6, penny 1556 1; Mary and Francis, hardheads 13, James VI, 
half-merk 1580 1. placks 3. 

Disposition: NMAS 21, Dundee M. 19, returned 54. 


TATA LOG UE 

.'Vo/M. This catalogue of varieties aims al listing features of the hawbees and half-ba\\ bees in the Rigglieail lioan.1 
along with those in Burns. Coi/iai’c of Sauhtnd (primarily the Coats colletiion. B. no. : new varieties sometimes 
sirc.ssed as B,-). With these is a selection from the other collections of the National Miiseitms of Scotland ( NMS) 
- published by Richardson (Rich.) or then unpublished (Rich. bis), later accessions from the Braeside and 
Noranside hoards etc (year nos.), also the small Royal Scottish Museum collection fRS.M). The bawbees m the 
Ashmolean and I lunterian .Sy/fogc' ( A.Sand HS) are also shown, many in the latter from Rigghead. Some coins in 
Dr I I I. Stewart's collection are inchnled (St. coll) and a few in the British Museum (BM) and elsewhere. Die 
identities arc indicated by = (see p. .'57). double-struck by d.s. and initial-mark by i.m. 


Ant at I’tirliiinivni of Srothiiul (Cdinhurgh. 1X14). HI. 
4.t (26 Decemher). C-P I. lOX (heading ‘niised' instead of 
reduced!. In I.s46'47 counicrieil English irons (dies), and 
coins ol 'lyn'. English and biiwhees. owned by Walter 
(iardner. c.seculcd. had been produced by the Prosost of 
Edinburgh for dcsiruction (Am of the Lords of the Council 
p. 5fil). In .November l.'i.sb Henry Wynd burgess ol 
Dysarl was beheaded lor striking and issuing Torged money 
called Balbeis' {Cniniinil Trwit. cdiied by R. Pitcairn 


(Edinburgh. IS.Ti) I. 362). A Inal in I5b<S for alleged coining 
of false bawbees is rercrrcil to in ffegb/er o/r/re Privy Coioial 
of Scotland . I, 642. 

'"/Icb III. 62 (.s .March l.s74A). t'-P I. 1(16 (in eiroi 
■ I.s7|'. .so also Burns II. 326 but not 314) but Ey lies Moiysoii. 
An Itenerary ( Loiulon. 1617). p. 2S3. seems lo imply dial die 
original values had persisled (ipioied by Burns II. 262) 

E.g Bracsiile nearly half. 1573- : Noranside a ihiril. 
c. 15X7; see note 3 and .-\ppendi.';. 
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In the left margin Rigghead serial mimbers are itemised, showing what was not acquired for the National 
Museum: R returned to finders (thence to collectors), D acquired by Dumfries Museum and H by the Hunierian 
Museum. 

Pis, 12-J5 are numbered 1-164, and A-G (gold, see note S). same obv. and rev. die- 1 inked. Figs, 1-5 are 

crowns and specific letters. 


James V {1513-^2) 

Bawbees (1539-42) 

Rig); I lead it os 

Ja. Obv. crown without pellets, no annulet in field, cross i.in. of various forms, /('c, 3-pd)ct slop, saltire grained 
(throughout), B.5 fig. 776, 

a (i) Obv. crown underside pointed oval, sometimes hatched 

167-74 cf. B.5 = Rich. 76,)Ci'. N serifs complete: i6I>of>i'. pi. 12, l./er, = ASV57; 171 HS9-5.i;cf. 

D.H.R.I HS 956 and Rich. 79 (pi. 12, 2). 

175 R St coll. obv. ducat R (fig. 2.1), tall D ( = pi. 12, 3), rcf. same R, normal D (pi. 12,4). o(>i . 

= AS 969 (rei . normal R). 

a (ii) Obv. crown underside reduced to short hooks at sides 

17fvR«a rev. N complete: 179 HS 954; cf. AS 958, 

D2,H,R9 

189-91 rev. N lower front serif broken sharp: 189 obv. wide thin cross i.m. (pi. 12, 5), rev. error 

D.H, OPi'D; 191 HS 9.5.5. 


Jh. Obv. as (a), / rv. single pellet stop, B.3 fig. 774 
(a)/(b) Noranside 1963.606 obv. = B.5 

(a)/(b) 1964.995 obv. pi. 12, 3 = Rigg. 175, rei\ normal R. lis without central bar, N complete; cf. St coll. rei'. 
ducat R (pi. 12. 7-8) 

195 similar to 1964.995. d.s. but also error soco'iouv (p. 00) 

192-3 norma! lettering. N complete: 193 HS 970 [recie no annulet) 

H 

194 rew N breaking ?, corrected error ID over DV, complete lis (ph 12, 6). 

Jc, Obv. crown as (a) but pellets added to cusps: annulet in left of field begins, thin wide cross i.m becomes 
normal; rcr. single pellet stop 


196 (c)/(a) obv. hatcliing but no hooks, no annuiel, rev. 3-pel let stop hut sharp N (pi. 12, 111); 

cf, B.4 tig. 775 and^RSM 1933.451 (pi. 12, 9), rev. N complete 

197 no annulet, complete N; cf. AS 973 annulet ? 

198-9 B.- annulet at left edge of field, obvs. (ph 12, 10) = Noranside 1963 6117 anti St coll, c\ 

Murrav. rev. 198 complete N, 199 sharp N (pi. 12, 12). 

2l)(l - I ohwt. (pi. 12, 13) =8,2 fig. 773, arch omitted, annulet to left of crown. |reMet in O, rev, 

H complete N: 201 HS 972 

205 obv. left hook gone, pellets omitted, amiiilet mid-height over I, rev. complete N (pi. 12, 

14-15). 


Jd. Obv. crown with hooks removed, normallv with pellets, tmnulet usual, rarelv large; rev. single pellet, B.l fig. 
772 

d(i) N complete or sharp 

21)2-3 obi t. = Rich. 77 (pi. 12, 16), annuiel liigh. but not struck up on 262, pellet in O. revt. 

complete N, all different. Rich, 77 M Itiful feet fpl. 12, 17) 

204 B,- annulet to right, high above 5, guide-lines at edge of ciowii (ph 12, 19-20), obv. = St 

coll. I Rich. 76 reck- no annulet, see a(i)] 

21 1 B.- annulet above both I anti 5 (pi. 12, 18). rev. .N hreaking 

206-7 crown pellets omitted, annulet .ibove I, rev. N complete and sharp. 206 I hS 962 

H 



212 ohv. duc;il R. unnulct large low above I (pi. 12, 21) 

213-22 annulet varvinsz heiulii above I; 213 o/jf. = 2l4HvS97| and 22.3; 21.3 = MS ')b(l (not Rigg. ) 

222a-b 

D4.II.R2 

Noranside 1%3.60<S rew double or pseudo-trefoil stop 


d(ii) some with N breaking turlher. nn>sl with N truncated 


22.3-7 

D.H 

22.S 

229-3(1 

D,ll2.R 

20S-H) 

H 

237-48 

D4.H.R3 

24y-.3(i 

D2.II.R2 

2.37-8.3 

285a. b 

Dd.H.RlN 


annulet curving height above I. 223 larger llan. 31 .7 gr (pi. I2, 25); 225 obv. = 213-4; 227 
MS 9(i7 = AS o/n .'’9.39 

simikir. obw (pi. 12, 22). rrr N breaking furlhet. 3 tiots in lieki below R = 229 
annulet omitted; 229 (pi. 12, 23— I) ohi'. = 2.30 ;ind St coll. /vr. =228; 231 oh\ , MS 951 = 
232 = Rich. 78 lig. Il)(i. B,p.2(i7-8 'da'; 2.35 MS 9.32 

obv. crown pellets omitted, annulet high, three same die becoming rusty. 210 MS 9(i3 

iinniilet low.- 244 MS 9(i5. cf. MS 901 ; two with large annulet. 247 ( 35.2 gr) obv. = 13. Ibis 
lig. 772 (28 gr) 

annulet liigh: live same o/ir. 249-50 and 2,32 I IS 9(ib, and Iwo another: 2.34 rev. nv lUi 

annulet mid-height; inel. live each from iwo(;)>r, dies, tour trom another, fifteen singles 
(?). obv. 262 = Rich. 75 (p|. I2, 26-7) shows composite crown Ip. 00); obv. 266 = B. I ; 
obv. 27 1 = 272 rusty and cracked = St coll, worse (not Rigg); r-.273 MS 9(i4 
St coll ohv. annulet mid-heisht faint, the composite G's vertical stroke set horizontallv on 
the Cs (pl. 12, 28) 

1914 Ayr. annulet tibove I. also to right and below (pl. 12, 29) 


Jc. as d(ii) truncated N. but ducal R (lig. 2.1) ohv. and rev. 


28(>-93 annulet varying height above I: 286 obv. large Haw in lieltl; 291 annulet Iriple-punclieil (pl. 

172.1 1.R 12, 30) = Lockett coll., rev. lis without bar = 293 St coll: 292 MS 9(i8 large annulet 

double-punched 

Hn!} -bawbees t /.3.i9— /2) 

JA. Obv. cross i.m. narrow, crown interior usually indicated, annulet above I common |9 obv. dies] 

St coll. obv. crown full interior ? (cl.s). no arch, annulet high? (pl. 15. 128). rcr. = 294 
294 crown side-hooks, annulet above I. ami above 5 7. obv. (pl. 15, 127) = NM 1914 Ayr 

BM Grueber 9. side-hooks, annulet above I triple-punched. .9rfW. Coinafie pl. x. 144. obv. 
and rev. = AS 974 

BM 1914. 12.6.24 (Ayr) o/ir. side hooks, no annulet, exceptionally ends OKi: (pl. 15, l,3|) 
= Lockett coll. 

B.2 lig. 778 left hook, no annulet, cf. Rich. 81 

RSM 1926.83 etc. obv. left hook ?. annulet above I . ends v\'vi in monogram (pl. 15, 129), 
rev. gniiiied saltire (pl. 15, 130) 

Rich. 80 no hooks, annulet above I. A engraved on reversed V ?. ohv. = St coll. 

JB. Ohv. cross i.m. wide, crown no interior, annulet in field (6 obv. dies] 

295-6 obv. dupis.. large annulet above 5 = Rich. 82 (pl. 15. 134. B.2a lie. 779) etc. 296 I IS 975 

rev. = 295 

297 large annulet above 1 

298-9 obv. and rev. = B. 1 fig. 777 (298, pl. 15, 132) normal annulet; cf. NM ex Murray ( 1987 181 . 

D ill.), ex Lockett (pl. l5, 133) 

Qtturier-buwbee 

.10. Obv. three thistle-heads radially, i.m. crown, rev. like half-bawbee 

- B.-19.37..356 ex Lockett. D (i R . ends ORV. 8.2gr. (pl. 15. l35-<) enlargement 1.33a-6a.and 

Scot. ('oiiKiffe pl. xxii.300) 
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MARY (1543-67) 

Bawbee.s, Ediiibw'gh (1543-54) 

Gnjiip /. Cbiss 1 

[;i. obv. crown (fig. 1.1) and thistle, rev. lis and grained saltire, all as Janies V bawbees 

(i) rei’. cinquefoils with pellet centre; R (fig. 2.1) and peak-topped open A as James Je 

306-19 cf. rei'. B.3 fig. 824,^^ oiiv. ends vm as James, in Rigghead at least one pair (= B.l, a(ii)) 

D2,ll,R9 and two triple die dupl.; 310 HS 1025 obv. = US 1021 a(ii) 

301-5 obv. ends v, contraction pellet as normal; 301 rev. — Rich .46 (pi, 12, 32); 302 obv. pi. 12, 

D,H 31; 305 HS 1024 

B.2 MA R = obv. B.3 (not noted), v 

(ii) rev. cinquefoils without pellets, henceforward 

320-26 cf. B.l fig. 823 obv. vm: 321 d.s. sot but = 310 and 323 HS 1021 

D,H.R3 


II 2 11 3 (p) 4 (t) 5 IHc 

€ 3 ^ 

6 IVa 7 IVb 8 Vaii 9 Vhii 10 Vc 



11 Vciv 12 Vdi 13 Vdii 14 Vlai 16 Vlaii 


16 Vlaiv 17 Vlbi 18 Vlbv 19 Vlci 21) V]d 



21 Vila 22 Vllh 23 Vllbv 24 Vlll 


FiCj, 1 Crowns; of Mary bawbees. 


Bawhcc ^^24 obv. is clzWs IhOii) asit! ts iioi m the ( = IV2). stolen from [^Linifrivs Muslljeii intbo I9bljs vMth p.iri 

Coab colleeuon, w:is on iibbev down of Mary of the French goiJ 
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R R R F R M N 

I In 2 Ibi 3 Ibiii 4 Ibiii-c 5 It b Ila- 7 lic-Va 


Fig. 2 Distinctive letters in Groups 1 and 2. 


327-2d ohw V : 327 = ohv. Rich.46. a (i); 329 HS 1022 

D.H 

330-1 endings unasccrtainable 

R2 

(iii) oh\'. small lob-toppcd closed .A, some larger letters also 
see 337 a(iii)/b(i) pi. 12, 33 

lb, Rcw very small lis i.m.. oln\ new thistle dicing. V normal. R with straight foreleg ami circular fork (lig. 2.2) 

(i) new open left side of flat top soon breaks 

332-4 a(i-ii)/b(i) obv. vm. 332 obv. error C under S; 333 HS 1023 

H.R 

335-6 a(i-ii)/b(i) 335 obw — B.4 (not obi. (ia. 825) reallv v. rev pi. 12, 35. cf. B.4 ha. 825; 336 

H HS 1026 

.3.37 a(iii)/b(i) ohv. (pi. 12, 33) A. V. cf. 1955.641 Braeside. V 

338 ohv. (pi. 12, 34) error M \R round o. rev. normal narrowed O. cf. B.6 rede lig. 825 obv.. no 

error = Rich. 48 

339- .339a obv. narrowed O. rer. round o 

D 

340- 50 narrowed O both sides, cf. B.4bis and B.5 (Kb- g)); 344 HS 1027; errors: 350 no ciiuiuefoils 

D.II.R6 (pi. 12, 36) cf. Lockett coll.; 1955,640 Braeside rev. N under I: 1987 e.v Murniy obv. no 

pellets on crown 

(ii) lob-topped closed A, R and M as b(i). narrowed O 

408-10 St coll, (sec Ib(iii)) cf. Rich.49 (pi. 12, 37) and Rich..50 

R3 

/.V. .Stirling bawbees (sionnier-aiiiionn I5-f4i 

Obv. like Edinburgh class Ib. rev. cross-potent and crosslets. crown i.ni. 
s(i) small M and R. open .'\ complete, round O. all as lb(i) 

B.74(ig. 860<76e. V.rcv. = Stcoll. (o/n-. = RSM 1926.85 V). cf. BM 1914, 12 -6. .>6 (Ayr) 
|3 obv, dies) 

s(ii) open top broken as late Ib(i) [3 obv. dies] 

503 obv. V. cf. B.75 etc really V, and Rich. 152 V (pi. 13, 38-9) 

s(iii) closed A, cf. Ib(ii). but round O |4 obv. dies] 

504—5 504 ohv. V (pi. 13, 40), ohv. and rev. = Murrav sale 1987; 505 obv. and rev. = Rich. 153 

D V, obv. = 506-7 

s(iv) larger M and R as Ib(iii). still round O (breaking) 1 1 obv. die] 

506-711 s(iii)/s(iv) 506 = 507 IIS 1055. rev. pl. 13, 42. ohv. = 503 

.508-9D s(ivys(i-iii) ohv. 508-9 KV close pl. 13, 41 = B.76 etc 

s(iv),'s(iv) St coll., ohv. = 508, rev. — 506-7 
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s(v) narrowed O |7 obv. dies) 

510 s(iii)/s(v) ohv. V = Rich. 154, rev. pi. 13, 44: AS 1054 

511 s(v)/s(i-iii) 511 = obv. 512-3 etc, Rv close 

5I2-3H s(v)/s(v) 512 = ohvs. 511, 513 HS 1058, BM 1914, 12- 6, 57 (Ayr); rev. = Rich 154 etc) 

514 obv. — B.78 lig, 861 (recie) etc, Rv in monogram; B.78 = Rich, 1,56 and rers. 154 and 155 

(o6i’. pi. 13, 43");cf. HS 1057 V — obv. AS 1056 and /cc B.77 (not ill. ); cf. Scot, CoOingcpI, 
\i,156 (BM E2495) 


[•(.liiihttfiili 

Class !b(iii) (autumn 1544-) 

O/jr. as B. 12 lig. 828, M,R and O as late Stirling, rev. Ms i.m as Ib(i-ii); other large letters incl. lob-topped A 
which breaks, followed by lis; late R lig. 2,4 

351 b(iii)/b(i-ii) obv. crescent below M in Meld, cf, B,1U Mg, 826 = B.Mlbis = obv Riclt.52 

(rciw.,b(iii)) 

352-406a obv. V regular, but unascertainable in c.4(J per cent, Jcr. lis often without foot ;is 364 (pi. 

D6.hl,R 19 13. 46); 352 obv. = B.9 pseudo-crescent stop.s; 371 HS 1029: cf. AS 1028 and B.7-8 and 12. 

also B.lig, 824 obv, (not in Coats); Scot, Cobncee pi, xi.1.54 (BM) 

(N.B. Coins returned as b(iii) included some b(ii) - 407-9 and presumably others) 

1987 e.v Murray obv. ma-r 

St coll. ret', pellet on inner side of upper arm of saltire 
St coll. rev. crown upside down 

410 rcr. lis fragmentary 

411 B,- obv. SCOTOR. (pi. 13, 45) = Rich, 69. rcn. complete i.m. 

Ic. Obv. as B.ll (ig. 827, new' R (lig. 2.5): /'cr. larger lis i.m,. einqiiefoils slightly larger 
(i) rev. R as fig, 2,4; new N conprletc or chipped 
416H " c(i)/b(iii) HS 1030 

412-5D 412 obv. V (pi. 13, 47) = Rich. 53 (ret’, pi, 13, 48) 

(li) rcf, R as obv., adtled tip more horizontal 

417-8 417 wide N ?. cf, Il/lc(ii); 418 obv. crown arch incomplete 

Croup 2. Class II 

Ohv. crowri lletiry (Mg. 1.2: B. Mg. 829-32), no pellets on cusps, single-line arch (unless no room), new thistle, 
soon chtmged; rce, two main forms of crow'n (p) and (l). (tig. 1.3-4), tw'o sizes of lis i.m., fatter cinquefoils; 
several letters vary, notably M 

11 a(i)o/ir. large rl icing on thistle, upper indentation of M almost a right -;ingle (Mg. 2.6), rcr, asB, Mg, 829 (B.i5 
not 13), 'pellei-and-elijb' crown (p) 

419 I Ia(i)/Ic(ii ) ohi-. no stops ef. Rich. 62, V as usual no eontraelion mark, obw = 1987 e\ 

Murray (rcr.lelii) w'idc N) 

420-1 420 obe, pi, 13, 49. rcr. saltire pan striated, large lis; 421 saltire part rippicrl and llutcrl, 

large las 

4.31 ob\'. = 1955.642 Bracsidc (wiiM iri'. smaller lis. pi. 13, 50). rev. smaller lis, eiuls Cl 

- B.15 and Rich. 78 V'e B.I5 rce. fig, 829 large lis. cn, dot in field below lis 

St coll. obi'. OR, rev. wide-angle M, large lis w'iih hair line and 'ni’Cii-. crown 

Ua(ii) obv. smaller dicing, M may have sharp serifs 

432H klS 11)34 rcr. large its. 01' :cf, Rich,65rci', largclis, OPCii (pi. 13, 52): B. ! 7 obr. Mg.S.3i ire, 

not noted in Burns, /'ci', smaller lis. cf. B.16 fig, 830 
Rich. 59 obv. .vt ar 

Rich. 7 1 obi', ends or (pL 13, 51). rcc. smaller lis 

lib. obi', crow'n excejuional (was in Burns class I V). like /'ci', (p) or ( i - central ireloil) but jtlam arcii added; 
dicing and M as a(ii) 
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B,27 ohv. tig, S36crinvn (p), DO V = B,27bis,/('i'. also crown (p). saltire rippleil and llutcd 
422 (p) (pi. 13, 53). orb pellet below beaded circle, rer. crown uncertain, scrifed M 

42.3— 1 die duplicates = Rich.WI, obv. and rev. crown (p). grained saltire, smaller lis 

B.28o/>i , crow'u (t). M as a(i). D:C ( pi. 13, 54). m-, (p), saltire grained and Hutcd, large lis. 
t)l’ til 

lie. obv. crown and thistle ;is a(ii) - arch rarely visible, 'acute’ M (lig. 2.7), rev. ccntriil trefoil crown (t). large lis 
noruKil 

- i7a(ii) Rich.bS D;(;. rev. saltire striated and stronitlv llutcd. til ; cf. AS 11)32 (o/rr. = AS 
1031 & B.14 cve) 

- a(i).'c 1972 Abcrlady obv. V , rev. sm;illcr lis. til' 

430 a(ii)'c rev. saltire rippled and part llutcd, til 

- c.'c B. 13 obv. lig. 829 u ti = AS 1033 (rev. til ); B.I8 fig. 832 obv. no arch 

42.3 -n : Ci- rei’. crown (p), live or six irregular dots in liclil below i.in. 

42b-9 -UG-. 427 obv. and rev. central compass-mark (pi. 13, 55-6). rev. lis double- punched 

D.I I (placing pellet-foot insitic beaded circle), saltire lipplctl and p;iit llutcd = two in St coll. ; 

429 I IS 10.3.3 

4.3.3 ahv. no arch, ends ok. rev. til . hair-line lis as on intti Va, siiltiic part tinted (pi. 13. 57) 

43.3— 1 fragments 

Ciroiip 2 citl. class III 

Obv. crown cross-fourchee (lig. 1.5). letters like He. rer. crtiwn normiilly (t) 

Ilia. obv. no pellets on crown cusps, plain arch. rer. large lis as lie. endings V til nuriiiiil, \ til ik s’ til scarcer 

437— )(> ct. B. 22-2,3 . 25. some liiti: 440 no arch ?; 441 obw no stops = Rich. 04 (snuill lis), rev. 

D.I I.R3 saltire grained: 44.3 HS 1036. cf. HS 10.38 and B.26 

447-8 H obv. HS 10.37. die duplicates, V cf. B.2.3, rev. 447 on til 

449-32 varieties, two DrO ; 449 o/>v. no arch pl. 13.5S.r(M' crown(p).cf Rich. 72 anil 77; 451 s' i m 

D til: 452 obv. no stops, rev. rippleil and llutcd Siiltire. tii 

45.3— () R4 uncertain 

NM 1988 loan. obv. crown, pellet above left fleur 

Rich.79bis M AR 

B.21 (ig. 8.34 obv. ends OK 

lllb. obv. crown ;is ;i.. rev. lis i.m. till petals straight, crown (p) 

457-8 D O V fil- . cf. B.24 lig. 835 (obv. = B.2.3 - Ilia): Rich. 76 and 75 (rcr, pi. 13, 59) 

lllc. obv. crown has pellets on cusps (lig. 1.3), rev. lis snuiller. niirrow 

Hla/c? Rich. 64 

4.36 obv. V = Rich. 70 ;ind 1987 e.v Murriiv (cf. B.2(l). rev. til . saltire rippled and tinted (pi. 13. 

60) 

Rich. 81 IJ:C; rev. error uvkg, large lis 
B.I9 fig. 8.33 ohv. ends S'M. rev. lis ? 

Hid. obv. crown arch decorated, rev. crown and lis as a. 

459 B.- S'' Gi . Siiltire arms punched sep:iralely (pi. 13, 61-2. and see 67) 

Group 2 ctd. Class IV (for B. 27-28 see Hb) 

Obv. crown sm;ill. decorated arch ((ig. 1.6-7), letters like HI. ;ci-. crown usually (p). lis i.m. large or smaller 
IV'a. obv. crown like (t). two-linc hoop often not distinct. M may have wide-;ingle 

4()() obv. t)R = B.29, Rich. 82, 1987 e.v Murray andiinothei rer.v. all dif(ercni. most 'wide M’: cl. 

OK (?) .St coll. 

461-2 461 ohv. pl. 13, 63; 462 ohv. 'wide M’. ;ei . pi. 13, 64: cf. B.3II hg. 837 (not B.29) anil B..3 1 : 

all really D G.v. ()|> til 

HS 104i prob, = obv. B..31 = Rich. 56 (rev. til’ till 
Rich. 74 VM til 


46511 
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IV b. obv. crown cross-like central trefoil, siiigle-liiie hoop 

463—4 463 obv. pi, 13, 65, rev. saltire rippled; Rich, S3; HS 1039 ( Of Gi) and 1040 

D 

Group 2 ctd. Class Va 

Obv. larger crown, central cross, two-line hoop (fig, 1,S), rev. cinquefoils smaller, two sizes of lis 
Va(i), obv. decorated arch, coarser thistle 

lVb/Va(i) Rich, 85 rev. lis small, saltire arms separate (pi. 13, 67, sec 62) 
466, 466AD obv. 466 (pi. 13, 66) = Rich. 84 DG' . v? . Gt-, lis ?, cf. B.33 lis large 

- Rich. 89 obv. beaded arch = Rigg,484 pi. 13, 68, rev. Vb{i)). rev. OPGI- 

B.32 fig. 838 VM Gi- 

Va(ii). obv. plain arch, thistle mainly neater ball, rev.(p) var.. lis usually large 

467 obv. oval thistle, cf. Rich.86bis and B.36, rcf. saltire part fluted, small lis: (B,36 = 36bis, 

obv. and rev. fig, 840, rev. six dots in field, see p. 00) 

468-76 obv, cf, B,34 uti fluted saltire, several apparently - DG' ; 468 obv. - Rich. 86 v ''!.rev. Gt (pi. 

D2.H 13. 70); 473 v. error '? G I ; 474 v ci ; 476 V- (pi, 13, 69) Gf ; HS 1042 v cr 

obv. B,35 fig. 839 (not B,34) = B.35bis m ar 
R ich. 87 OR 
St coll. VM 

477-8 R2 uncertain 

Va(iii). obv. no arch; rev. plain saltire 

479-83 cf. B.37 (ig. 841 (rev. small lis); 482 HS 1043 large lis 

D.H.R 

Group 3, Class Vlj-c 

DG-R- begins and SCO I orvm or vm' invariable; new lettering soon includes reversed H invariably; rev. saltire soon 
strongly fluted, new lis i.m. with three-spike foot, ends of crown's hoop hooked 

Vb.(i) obv. crown us Va(ii), plain arch sometimes lost in border, rev. very large cinquefoils, plain saltire. B. 
Iig.842 

484 Va(i)/b(i) obv. beaded arch (pi. 13, 68) = Rich. 89, rev. N 

485 fVir, = B.38,cf. Rich. 93 (pi. 13, 71). rci’s, N, Of Gf (pi. 13, 72, 485); St coll. rev. N. :Of Gi 
Vb(ii) obv. crown no arch, lower line of hoop may be hooked as rev. (lig. 1.9), rev. as b(i) 

- Rich.95bi,s rev. reversed M , ;Of Gi. : Rich. 96 similar, ob\'. no stops 

Vc, obv. crow'll smaltei and lo-w'cr (lig, 1.10), has centra) trefoil, no arch, hoop shows interior by hooks or 
complete oval; R generally with front serif (shortens); rev. crown hooked as Vb, saltire soon strongly Hu ted, 
cinquefoils small and more pentagonal, reversed M 

V c,(i) rev. saltire still plain, lis as Vb 

Vb(i)/e(i) B,39 (ig, 843, /cf, plain R, Oi’Gi? ; Rich. 93b is writ'. = Rigg.485, rff. R'.’ ofCii ; 
Rich, 92 similar, seiifed R 

B.40 obv. (ig. 844 .4-., serifed R, oi’Gi'; 1954.422 (d-s) similar, -f 
Vc.(ii) rev. saltire strongly fluted henceforward, obv. additional stops common 

- c(i)/c(ii) Rich. 97 obv. = B.40. rev. 'OUGf: B,42 obv. — 1954.423. rev, op (a 
B.41 fig. 845 rev. oiiGi', dots in field accidental ? 

Rich,97bis (obv. pi. 13, 73) and 101 {ohv. two different Ms, lev. pi. 13, 74) .-f. ■qi'GI' ; 
similar 99 (tf, error 8 reversed, and UK) +. 

1955.644 Braeside obv. ■ -f , rre, -gi’ of 

Vc.(iii) /Cl', lis has e.xccptional wide foot (pi. 13, 76) 

Rich. 9 1 obv. -f . , rcr. Ol’I’I'DV.M ta , rev. = Rich, 98 .+ ; BM .Sc//;. ( ///////yc ]rl \i. 1 55 Gl'f;i 
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V'i;.(iv) ohi-. pellets atlded to crown's hoop and cusps (lig. 1.11) rev. lis as c(iii) 

c(i\ )/c(i) Rich.yd oftr. plain R. . + . . rev. plain saltire. Ol’Cii 

- c(iv)/c(ii) Rich. 102 . + . 

4.Sh ohw + D Ci, rei . OP(jl (pi. 13, 75-6). ct. B.44 tig. S40. . + . . as B.45. lis?; Rich.10.3 + 

Oruiip .3. Class V'd - was hcginning of B Class VII (p. 1.3.4) 

Vd(i). Obv. lame crown, strawberry-leaf centic. pellets on cusps, hoop oval? (lig. 1.12) thistle like Vc(iv); 
serifed R continues hut is replaced by plain; other new letters include ornamenlerl O; irv. lis like Vh-c (i-ii) ;ind 
hooked single-line hoop. ciiK|uefoils like Vc may be 'pierced' by light circle 

B.h.s lig. S.s4 'Ol’Cii ; Rich. 12(i (pi. 13. 77- 8); 105.5.647 Braeside . + . Oi’tii ; Rich. 127 irv. 
plain O 

Vd(ii) (ihv. double-arch crown, two-line hoop (tig. 1.13), serifed R (('r. only 

- Rich. 13(1 (ihv. (pi. 14, 79) . + . = Rich. 128 (rec. til undei liV pi. 14, 8(1); Rich. 129 OPtil' ; 
B.64 lig. ,S55 pliiin R only, ornamented O and leveised H rone. it\ . crown as Via 

Group 3 ctd. Class VI 

Via (Sec p. 133). Obw crown of three larger and two smaller lis or crosses rev. crown two-line hoop without 
hooks, cinquefoils with larger centres normally pierced; R with front serif r;ire. O still ornamented at tirst. 
narrower M also replaced later (lig. 31) 

Vla(i) oin . crown poorly drawn, low double arch, straight hoop (lig, 1.14). thistle smooth oval. B.fig. 853 

B.62 = B.62bis = Rich.l23bis = i>hv. Rich. 123 (pi. 14. 81- 2) .-(-. oi’Cii ; cf. Rich. 124 
similar; St coll, no e.strii stops 

Vla(ii) (>b\ . crown single ;irch. hoop still straight (lig. 1.15), thistle may be more jagged 

487 + . Iltiweil = 1963-612 Noranside. rt'v.s. ■oi’Cii' I pi. 14, 84). OP Gl ; cf , 1987 c.v Murray 

obv. +. (pi. 14, 83), rev. OP C.f : Rich. 109 .-t- 

V'la(iii) obv. no arch. rev. cinquefoils slightly larger 

Rich.lll ohi'. -r pi. 14,85; IIS 1045 (rer. Of) ;B 52 (ig 848o/n'. (rev. Vlb(i-ii); lig. 848 
rev. is.B.51) 

Vla(iv) obv. large crowm. no arch, sides joined to strongly curved hoop (lig, 1.16) 

- St coll. (pi. 14, 86-7) obv. .+. . rev lis ?. 'OPOI . crown upside down, cinquefoils as a(iii) 

VIb. Obv. crown single arch, narrower hoop curved, thistle coarsely jaggerl - B.fig. 847 and variants. A h:is 
broken lob-top; rev. larger composite (?) lis 

Vlb(i) obv. crown s sides not joined to hoop (hg. 1.17). narrow M s right leg bent; large slender cinquefoils, 
piercing often not evident 

a(ii)/b(i-ii) St coll. .4- (dots by pellet accidental?) OP 

- a(iii)''h(i-ii) B.52, rev. not ill. 

- B.48 R with front serif; Ricli.UIS Gf ; Rich.l06bis obv. pi. 14, 88 
Vlb(ii) obv. top line of hoop joined to sides of crown; cinquefoils as b(i) 

b(ii)/a(i) B.49 small cinquefoils, op 


I via 2 VIbiii 3 VIbiv 4 VIci 5 VIcii 6 VId 7 VIlai 8 Vlllaii 


Fig, 3 Distinctive and damaged letters in Groups 3-4. 
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4Bf^ obv. = B.46fig. 847, /ev, 0^= Rich. 120 (o/>v, c(ii)):cf. B.47 0PGI' ,B,50 gi- , Rich.l04bis 

pi. 14, 851-90 . + 107 . + , GO ; llOofcv'. R with front serif, 'OP 

Vib(ii)) short square M (Og. 3.2), cinquefoils as b(t) 

Rich. 104 (pi. 14, 91-2) and 106 

VIb(iv)ohr, crown normally asb(ii), plain O returns, new letters include wide sloping M soon sharp-topped (lig. 
3,3), B.fig. 849, thistle neatly jagged; rev. stout cinquefoils like Via but larger (c.4inm) and strongly pierced 
b(i-ii)/b(iv) B,51 obv. .+ . rei'. M with 'ears’ fig. 848 (not B. 52); St coll. oTtv. = Rich. 110, 
rev. narrow M but new cinquefoils. Ms without bar 

B.53, and fig, 849 recic B.54 (cinquefoils like b(i-iii) but larger) sharp M; Rich.l 14 obv. 
plain and ornamented O (pi. 14, 93-4) 

Vlb(v) obv. crown has rectangles on hoop (fig. 1.18), B.-, sharp M, wider thistle 

b(v)/b(i-ii) St coll, bis 
Rich.llobis cinquefoils as b(iv) 

Rich, 115 (42 gr. chipped) = obv. St coll, (33 gr.) (pi. 14, 95-6). /-cr, cinquefoils as c(i) 

Vic. obv. smaller crown, arch decorated (fig. 1.19), thistle like b(v), cinquefoils like a(iii) 

Vlc(i) obi', crown's sides not joined to hoop; new squarish M in two sizes (fig. 3.4) 

VIc(i)/Vla(ii) AS 1047 OPGI- 

B.60 fig. 852 recie: B.59, Rich. 117, 1 19; AS 1046 obv. M as Vlb(iv); HS 1044, 1049-50 

489 pi. 14, 97-8, rev. wide H (as B.53, 55-56, Rich.llTbis) 

Rich. 113 obv. no arch, rev. large Ms i.m. 

Vlc(ii) obv. crown's sides generally continuous, slightly sloping M usually has 'club-foot' (fig. 3,5). B.fig. 850 

490 VIc(ii)/b(i-ii); cf. Rich, 120 obv, +,. nicked apex A appears (pi. 14, 99), rcr. OP 

491-2 club-foot M (pi. 14, 100). cf, B,65 and 51 : Rich, 1 18 obv. broken lob-top A (as B.60, 65-7), 

rev. pi. 14. 101: 492 St coll. 

St coll. rev. crown upside down 
493D Vic. Vlc(ii) 

c(iii) similar but hair-line inner circles - temporarily. M as c(ii) sometimes complete 
B.56 = obv. Rich.l 17bis (pi. 14, 102). rci's. beaded inner circle 

St coll. (pi. 14, 103-4) obi', crown two-line decorated arch, cf. Vila; hair-lines obi', and 
rev. 


Vld, obi', crown with 'wedges' on cusps, mav have trefoil on arch (fig. 1 .20), new sloping M right foot defective 
(lig, 3.6) B. fig. 85! : beaded inner circles resume; rev. narrow lis i.m,, crown single-line hoop, cinquefoils as c., 
saltire's left lower edge sometimes broken (see pi. 14, 108) 

Vld?/c{ii) HS 1051 

494H HS 1048 Oi’Gr like Rich.l2! (pi. 14, 106): cf. B.57 obv. = Rich. 1! Obis (pi. 14, 105), and 

B.58 fig. 851 = obv. Rich. 119, rer.v. Oi*Ci 


Group 3 ctd. Class Vila (see Vd ;ind pp, 25-6) 

Obv. crown three lis of strawberry leaves, two-linc arch, pellets on cu>ps (fig, 1,21). liner-meshed thistle, blurred 
letters, B, fig, 856 

Vlla(i) new similar M, left foot becomes defective (fig, .3,7). broken-top A continues, rev. like Vltl. sometimes 
larger lis 


VId/VIIa(i) St coil. 

Vlia(i)/VId St coll. 

cf. B.65 fig. 856, B.6(i-68 (all reeie id reversed - 67 .-P. illusorv) 

495 obe. M left serif broken as Rich. I 16 and AS ii!52; 496 oln\ .M left lee broken: 
Rieh.lfilbis (pi. 14. 107-8) broken saltire 


495-6 
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B.(i6 oln‘. MA U. M in licki as a(ii) = AS 1053 (wilh /vr. oi’ (.>1 like B.OS and Rich. 133) 
l-Dckell coll. IK) arclt 

Vlla(ii) scjuare M (lig. 3.S). A wiih nicked apex /cr. two-line hoop 
497 ohw = Rich. 131 lig. 1 17 (pi. 14. 1119-10) 

Group 4, Class \’llb 

Ohv. i.in. cros.s-poient . crown larger, usually without arch (lig. 1.22). occasionally coarser thistle, new letters 
include N instead of 'A , nicked A regular, headed inner circles gradually tiropped; ree. crown like \'lla(ii). also 
lis which becomes like a cross 

Vllb(i) beaded circles, rec. small tight pentagonal cinquefoils 
Vlla(ii),'Vllh(i) St coll. 

- V'llb(i)/V'lla(ii) Rich. 137 pi. 14, 112; Rich. 139 o/ic, = Rich. 1.38 

49X B.- new crown, normal circles 

St coll. obv. crown as Vila (pi. 14, 111) 

Rich. I3S ohv. coarser thistle, inscription sttirts to left of crown = Rich. 139 (pi. 14, 1 13). 
/ei . pi. 14. 1 14 

- .St coll. r<'v. b(iii) ciru|uefoil.s 
Vllb(ii) rei'- i.in. cross-potent also, exceptionally 

- B.- Rich. 14.5 saltire not Muted, cinquefoils as Vila, inscriptions d.s. (pi. 14. 115) 
Vllb(iii) beaded inner circles only on ohv. (o) or rer. (r), B.-; rei'. cinquefoils more open than b(i) 

- (o) Rich. 1.34. Rich. 144 

- Rich. 1 12 (not VI ) rev. crescentic annulet below saltire (pi. 14. I IS), cf. St coll, and another 

499 obliterated annulet (?) below saltire, cf. Vllb(v) 

(r) Rich. 143 pi. 14, 116-17, rev. = St coll. (ohv. Vllb(v)); Rich. 140 no stops. tJtiK.A 
illusory (d.s.) 

Vllb(iv) no beaded inner circles, cinquefoils as b(iii) 

B.7() (ig. S5S, B.7I. Rich. 136, Rich. 141-2; Rich.l3.S no stops. oIjv. pi. 14. 119 
Vllb(v) as b(iv) but two-line atch added to ohv. crown (fig. 1.23), cf. V'lla; no stops 

VIIb(v)/VfIb(iii) St coll., rci'. = Rich. 143 

- B.69 lig. S57; St coll, thistle incompletely diced (pi. 15, 121) 

- 19.57.366 c.v Lockett (= St coll.) ohv. pi. 14, 120, rev. ;innulet below saltire p;irtly 
obliterated ? 

Group 4 ctd. Class Vlll (see J.K.R. Murray, UNJ 37 (1968) 10.5-7) 

Ohv. i.m. cross-potent stronger. Dhl ti K, crown decorated, double arcli and complete hoop (lig. 1.24); rev. i.m. 
cint|uefoil in three sizes, side cinquefoils very large; smaller letters; beaded inner circles; oi’Cii- normal 
Villa, rev. Muted saltire, smallest i.m.. side cinquefoils have one defeetive leaf 

Rich. 148 and 1963.613 Noranside {obv. pi. 15, 122), tee.s. defective D 
19.55. ()4« Braeside, defective D both sides: 1964.1004 (pi. 15, 123) 

Vlllb. rev. slender plain saltire 
Vlllb(i) cinquefoils as Villa 

500-1 cf. B.72his. 501 rev. i.m. double-punched 

St coll, small i.m. loses leaf 

Vlllb(ii) rev. medium i.m.. side cinquefoils larger, more angular 

- B.72 lig. 859, Rich.l4(>-7, defective D rcpiaceil by larger. Rich. 151 rev. defective old D 
(pi. 15, 125); Rich.147 

Rich. 149 D G R (pi. 15, 124) 
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cx> 

[ A-B 2 C 3 D;i 4 DIt-c 

Fici. 4 Obverse crowns on Mary half-bawbees. 

Vlllb(iii) n'\'. largest i.m.. side ciiK|uetoils as (ii) 

B.73 rev. pi. 15, 126; Rich.ldbbis. 150 
Halj-h(ii\'hces 

Design like bawbees bul u ci i< and single cinquefoil below saltire 
Type A 

Ohv. thistle 'A' as on James' htilves and similar to Mary class la. vm ending norinal; ohv. (lig. 4.1) and rci . 
crowns like James' Aa. rev. i.m. large lis like Mary la - central bar may be omitted; R like Ib(i) (cf. lig. 2.2); 
saltire unlluted 

502 ohv. hieh arch, sharp-top A. rev. d.s., lis lost ( 16.0 nr): cl'. Rich. 1.57. and St coll. (pi. 15. 

137-8)'' 

Ab. rev. very small lis like class lb 

(i) R like Ib(iii) (cf. lig. 2.3) 

- B.l fig. X62r//n'.. rt't . pi. 15. 140: B.2fig. 862;ci .. obr. error MAKi D (.j : St coll. (pi. 15. 13V) 

- B.- hut Coats. 1921.1294. no arch, SfoiOR' (pi. 15. 141) 

(ii) R's front leg short, squared off 

St coll. (pi. 15. 142-3). rev. = AS 1059. cog-wheel' mark at second P 

(iii) R resembles a B, from James' half-bawbee fount 

- Rich. I.5.S \M- (pi. 15. 144) like Type B. lob-lop .A possible; St coll. VM- rcr. lis liR'ken'* ( pi. 

15. 145) 


Type B 

dhv. thistle 'B', smaller and j;igged; crowns similar to type A; lob-top A. new R. round o; lis with bar-and-doi 
foot; linal slops common, cl. group 2; saltue still unlluicrl 

- Rich. 159 ohv. i.m. low . one cusp double-punched. .M.A RIA VM . rcc. crown (i ) as usual . <i|- 
(pi. 15. 147); o6r. = 1914 Avr anti 1 957.. 368 t-.v Lockett (pi. 15, 146). latter /'cr crown (pi; 
M like I la 

Murray sale I9S7. 241 ill.. M like llc-IV. VM (if 

Type C 

Ohv. thistle "C". dicing m;iv be witlcly spacetl. crown's arch lop-sidcd. ceiitnd spike t;ill (lig. 4.2); new letters with 
reversed 14 . successive forms of R and M (lig. 5). ;ilso hs i.m.; cinquefoil as A-B; saltire llutetl as group 3 
Ca. full rear-serif R. rev. lis has narniw- dart-shaped foot 

(i) complete M (right fork higher than Icit) 

- Rich. 16(1 ohv. open dicing with trianguliir area Ipl. 15, 148) = 1926 . n 4 RS.VJ. oblique-tirp 
A: AS 1061 lis i.m. clear 

(ii) M breaking, then loses right serif 

a(i)/ii(ii) B.4 ohv, dicing closer, rev. M half-seril 

- a(ii)/a(i) NM unnumb. no prov. rev. pi. 15, 149 

- 1957.369 ('.V Lockett, ohv. = B.3 lig. 863. M right sent Inst, rev, M hall-scnl 



R R M M M M 

I Cii 2 Cb 3 Ca 4 Chii 5 Cbiii b Daiii 


(•IG. 5 Distinctive and damaged letters on Mary half-bawbees. 


Cb. half-.seril on R rear fool 

(i) M as Ca(ii) 


b(i)''a(ii) B.-’bls lig. tS6.3 rcw only. obc. M serif lost (pi. 15, 150) 
a(ii)/h(i) Fitzwilliain Mus. obv. = B..s 
US 1063 M right serif lost both sides 

(ii) new .M (forks level), left serif usually appears broken - see fig. 5; lis i.m. as Ca 

a(ii)/b(ii) B.3 ol>\ . lig. >S63 

b(ii)/h(i) MS 1062 .Vis with opposite legs broken 

- 1^14 Ayr (pi. 15, 151-2). obt . = 1963.614 Noranside atid BM E2-596 .M complete and 
defective variously on each, rci .v. all rlifferenl but M compleic; cf. AS 1060 and Rich. 164 

(iii) thinr M (left fork higher than right), rev. lis i.m. wider foot 

- h(ii),'’b(iii) St coll. 

- b(iii)/b(ii) US 1064 

- Rich 162 (pi. 15, 15.3—4) .M complete both sides, nick in D as in part b(ii): St coll. ohv. 
'triangular dicing' (pi. 15, 155) 


Type D 

Ob\‘. thistle ‘D’. finer meshed, rcc. saltire liuted 
Da. (tbv. crown heavier, double-line hoop (lig. 4.3) 

(i) letters and cinquefoil as Cb(iii) 

19.57.370 e.v Lockett, no room for arch, nick in D enlarged 

(ii) obv. as (i). rev. larger cinquefoil begins, letters anti inner circles may be blurred 

St coll. obi', crown no tirch. M complete. D large giip. bar inside O. A with nickeil ape.s (pi. 
15, 156-7); Rich. 163 Hg. IIS obi M defective right serif. rc\-. d.s. 

(iii) new letters, medium-sized, include long-centred M (lig. 5.6) 

a(iii)/a(ii) BM 1914. 12-6. 5S (Ayr) o6i'. crown no arch, no inner circle, cf. class Vllb 
- St ct)ll. (iln faint inner circle virluallv iinhciideil. rev. small cinquefoil, exceptionallv (pi. 

15, 159) 

Db. obi', very poor crown (lig. 4.4). marginal circles line bluiretl beading, ohv. and rew vciv small letters, 
iisuiilly blurred and M broken right 

Db/a(ii)BM 1914 12-6.60(Ayr)f)6r. lettersallcrisp.onlyslops'UG'.rer. large letter, wide 
>1 cf. class Vic 

D!Va(ii) NM unnumbered, no prov.. obv. pi. 15, 16(1 = 19.50.561 and another (two Dc 
revs.), rev. M as Rich. 163. large cinquefoil (pi. 15, 158) 

St ctill. small letters both sides, rer. Id still reversed 

Dc. ohv. i.m. cross-potent, mainly new letters, like Da(ii) but slightly larger, include N. rev. i.m. cinquefoil 
instead of lis, sallire still Hiited (Murray. BblJ 37 I96S) 
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Dh/Dc iy5(1.561 found Dornoch, ret', strongly bciidod initL'i' cii'clk;. snnie sninll D with 
defective serif ns class Villa (pi. 15, 162, sec 125) 

Dc/a(ii) St coll ohw tio inner circle, defective D, error in centre RM for mk (pi. 15, 161) 
Dc'/Dc Rich. 161 cletirer letters include large D. linety headed inner circles, rci', einqnc foils 
widely pierced' (pi. 15, 165-4, also Sct>r. 'C'oi/itif.y pi. xi. 15)1- not BM, and 5Ay 37 ( 1%8) 
pi, xi' 31-:) 


Key to the plates 


Plate 

13 

45, 

Ibiii 



47, 

lei 

A B C D E F' G 

48. 

lei 

1. 

Jai 

49. 

Hai 

1 

Jai 

50. 

[lai 


Jai/(h) 

51. 

llaii 

4. 

Jai 

52. 

llali 

5, 

Jaii 

53. 

Ilh 

6, 

Jh 

54. 

llh 

7, 

Jh 

55. 

Ik- 

S, 

Jh 

56, 

lie 

y. 

Jc/(;i) 

57. 

lie 

11). 

J(c)/a 

58. 

Ilia 

11. 

Jc 

59. 

llh 

12. 

Jc 

60. 

11 Ic 

13. 

Jc 

61. 

aid 

14. 

Jc 

62, 

Ilkl 

15, 

Jc 

63. 

IVa 

16, 

Jdi 

64. 

IVa 

17, 

Jdi 

65. 

[Vb 

IS, 

Jdi 

66. 

Vai 

Id. 

Jdi 

67, 

(lVh)/Va 

2il, 

Jdi 

6S. 

Vai/(hi) 

:i. 

Jdi 

69, 

Vaii 

ST 

Jdii 

70, 

Vaii 

23. 

Jdii 

71. 

Vhi 

24. 

Jdii 

72 

Vhi 

25. 

Jdii 

73. 

Veil 

26. 

Jdii 

74, 

Veil 

27, 

Jdii 

75, 

Vciv 

2<s. 

Jdii 

76, 

Vciii-iv 

29. 

Jdii 

77. 

Vdi 

.3(1. 

Jc 

78. 

Vdi 

31. 

lai 



32. 

lai 

Plate 

14 

,33. 

laiii/bi 



.34. 

[hi 

79. 

Vdii 

35. 

[(a)/bi 

SO. 

Vdii 

,36. 

Ihi 

SI, 

Vlai 



S2, 

Vlai 

Phite 

13 

S3. 

VI an 



84. 

Vlaii 

37. 

Ihii 

85. 

Vhiiii 

.3S. 

Isii 

86. 

Vl;ii\ 

39. 

Isii 

87. 

Vlaiv 

40. 

Isiii 

88. 

VI hi 

41, 

lsiv7(i-) 

89. 

VIhii 

42. 

ls(iii)/iv 

9(1. 

Vlbii 

43. 

hv 

91. 

Vlhiii 

44. 

ls(iii)/v 

92. 

Vlhiii 
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93. 

VIbiv 

128. 

JA 

9-4, 

Vlhiv 

129, 

JA 

95. 

Vlbs 

130. 

JA 

9h. 

VIhv 

131. 

JA 

97. 

VIci 

132. 

JA 

98. 

VIci 

132. 

.IB 

99, 

IVeii 

133. 

JB 

KKI. 

Vleii 

1.34. 

.IB 

101. 

VIcii 

1.35 

135a. 1.36 and 136a. 

102. 

Vleiii 

137. 

A a 

lO.V 

Vlciii 

1.38. 

A a 

104. 

Vlviii 

1.39. 

A hi 

105. 

Vkl 

140. 

A hi 

10(1. 

VId 

141. 

A hi 

107. 

Vllai 

142. 

Abii 

108. 

Vllai 

14.3, 

A bn 

109. 

Vllaii 

144. 

Abiii 

no. 

Vllaii 

145. 

Abiii 

111. 

Vllhi 

146. 

B 

112. 

Viibj/(aii) 

147. 

B 

113. 

Viibi/(aii) 

148. 

Cai 

114. 

Vllbi 

149. 

C(ati)/ai 

115. 

Vllbii 

1.50. 

Cbi/(aii) 

1 10. 

Vllbiii 

151. 

Cbii 

117. 

Vllbiii 

152. 

Ubii 

118. 

Vllbiii 

153. 

Cbiii 

119. 

Vllbiv 

154. 

Ubiii 

120. 

Vllbv 

155. 

Cbiii 



156. 

Daii 

Plate 

15 

1.57, 

Daii 



158. 

D(b)6iii 

121. 

Vllbv 

159. 

Daiii 

122. 

Villa 

160. 

Db'laii) 

123. 

Villa 

161. 

Dc.'Jaii) 

124, 

Vlllbii 

162. 

DlbVc 

125. 

VIlibiii 

16.3. 

Dc 

126. 

Vlllbiii 

164. 

Dc 

127. 

J.A 




JO 
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MINT OFFICIALS AND MONEYERS OF THE STUART 

PERIOD 


C. E. CHALLIS 

During the early part of the seventeenth century the mint continued to operate and be 
accounted for very much in the same way as it had been under Queen Elizabeth. Then, at 
the start of Charles Ps reign, it was decided for revenue raising purposes to bring in a fresh 
level of accountability by making the master-worker as well as the warden directly 
responsible to the Crown. From 1626, therefore, there are two series of audited mint 
accounts and, although some short gaps in the 1650s, 1660s and 1670s mean that the record 
is deficient in the order of some ten per cent, it is still outstandingly good and is necessarily 
the starting point for any analysis of Stuart mint personnel. 

The information which is contained in the main series of accounts may sometimes be 
supplemented by that from subsidiary accounts - the particulars of account, as contempora- 
ries often called them - which contain information that appears in the final account in 
summary form only. The importance of the Establishments of officers attached to the formal 
indentures between the Crown and the master-workers is obvious enough, as is the wealth 
of detail which emerges from correspondence and reports amongst the papers in the State 
Paper Office and the Treasury. Copies of formal grants of office were, like copies of mint 
indentures and commissions, enrolled in Chancery and in passing it is worth noting that in 
those instances where such grants were in respect of two persons but it is clear from other 
evidence that only one person was actually remunerated for the office, it is only the recipient 
of the fee who is listed below. For the later Stuart period, the records of the mint itself, now 
housed in the Public Record Office, are an increasingly valuable source of information and 
much can be made throughout the period as a whole of testamentary records. It is upon 
these sources, supplemented partly by correspondence and accounts amongst papers now in 
the British Library and partly by secondary literature, that the list which follows is 
constructed. 

Relating as it does primarily to mint officials - personnel who had a formal grant of office 
and a specific salary - the first part of the list contains careers which are particularly detailed 
and, for the most part, complete. Officials were customarily paid on a quarterly basis and, in 
the event of someone dying in post, payment was usually made to whichever quarter day 
was nearest. It is for this reason that in those instances where a precise date of death is 
known the mint accounts, and therefore the dates given here, sometimes appear to show an 
official leaving office just before that date or continuing in office some weeks after it. 

Additional to the many mint careers which are known in some detail are many more 
which are fragmentary or at best skeletal, the most common explanation being either that 
the formal accounts do not survive at that point or that the person concerned was appointed 
not by the Crown but by one of the officials themselves, either to act as deputy or, in the case 
of the master-worker, to perform melting and other tasks, the details of which were of no 
concern to the Crown and therefore went unrecorded in the accounts. Strictly speaking, 
some of those listed here were not mint employees at all - Thomas Ayres who marked silver 
ingots at the Exchequer in 1 697, is a case in point - but have been included on the grounds 
that they were directly connected with the mint’s activity at the time, in this ca.se the great 
recoinage of silver. 

About the moneye IS and labourers contained in the second part of the list, it is much more 
difficult to be precise, quite simply because they worked on piece rates for the master- 
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worker and were required by government to keep no record either of their number or of 
their descent. Their records were their own and have now seemingly entirely disappeared. 
What we do in fact know of the moneyers is, therefore, essentially the accident of chance, 
which supplies us with information from a miscellany of sources which include wills, legal 
proceedings, burial registers, or listings by the moneyers themselves in the process of 
defending or promoting their cause. 

The final section of the list is concerned with the oflicials responsible for. or concerned 
with, the manufacture of tokens or coins in base metals authorised by the Crown. Some of 
these men are as clearly connected with the mint as are the base issues they produced in their 
normal surroundings in the Tower, but by far the greater number, some eighty-nine per 
cent, have no known connection w'ith the mint and were concerned with a production 
process which was carried on outside the mint. Providing this distinction is made, the utility 
of gathering together in one place the names of all those who were engaged in a common 
purpose, the production of base-metal issues, seems obvious enough. 

Although essentially an offshoot of work undertaken in connection with writing chapter ?> 
in A New History of the Royal Mint, this list has benefited at a late stage through close 
scrutiny by Mr H. E. Pagan, who has himself studied mint personnel in the Restoration 
period and lectured to the Society on that subject. To my original list of 774 names he 
enabled me to add a further fifteen, to remove some duplication, and to emend or expand 
detail in numerous other cases. 1 am particularly grateful lor the information he extracted 
from the burial registers of St Peter ad Vincula, the church in the Tower whose vicar and 
sexton annually received payment from the mint. At the time of his search Mr Pagan 
extracted the data relevant to all those whom he then knew to have had a mint connection 
but he quite recognises that now that this list has been extended it may well be that the 
registers could be of further help. 

The form of entries in the list follow that set out for Tudor officials printed in BNJ 45 
(1975), .53. 


The principal abbreviations used in the list are as follows: 


Answer of the 
Moniers 


AFC 

Boon 

Burial Register 
CJ 

eSPD 

CTB 

CTP 

DNB 
Foe tier a 

Forrer 


The Answer of the Corporation of Moniers in the Mint at the Tower of 
London, to two false and scandalous Libells printed at London, and 
lately come forth without date (Pi inted by the Corporation of Moniers, 
1653) [by Thos Violet] 

Acts of the Privy Council of England, 7542-/6.^/. edited by .1. R. Dasent 
et al.. 46 vols (London. 1890-1964) 

G. C. Boon, Cardiganshire Silver and the Aberystwyth Mint in Peace 
and War (Cardiff, 1981) 

The Burial Registers of St Peter ad Vincula 

Journals of the House of Commons. 1547 ff. Repr. London. 1803 ff. 
Index to vols 1-XVIl by T. Vardon and T, E. May (London. 1852) 
Calendar of Slate Papers, Domestic, 7.547-/7774 (London, 1856-1924) 
Calendar of Treasury Books, 1660-1718. edited by W. A. Shaw' et al.. 
32 vols (London, 1904—62) 

Calendar of Treasury Papers, 1557-1728, edned by J. Redington. 6 vols 
(London. 1868-89) 

Dictionary of National Biography 

T. Rymer, Foedera, Conventiones, Literae et cuiusciuupte Generis Acta 
Publica, 2nd edn, 20 vols (London. 1727—35) 

L. Forrer. Biographical Dictionary of Medallists, 8 vols (London. 
1904-30) 
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GH 

GL 

HMC 

U 

New History of 
the Royal Mint 
Newton Corres- 
pondence 
PRO 
Ruding 


Goldsmiths’ Hall, London 
Guildhall Library, London 
Historical Manuscripts Commission 

Journals of the House of Lords. 1509 ff. Index to vols 1-X (London, 
1846) 

A New History of the Royal Mint, edited by C. E. Challis (Cambridge, 
in the press) 

The Correspondence of Isaac Newton, edited by J. F. Scott, vol. IV 
(Cambridge, 1967) 

Public Record Office, London 

R. Ruding, Annals of the Coinage of Great Britain and its Depen- 
dencies, 3rd edn, 3 vols (London, 1840) 


Mint Officials 


Aclieson, John 

unde r-eii graver. Tower, £40 p.a. 

appointed to succ, John Rutliiiger who failed to 

exercise the office 

1603-?4 

(PRO. SP 14/5 no. 26) 

Allen. Thomas 

clerk to deputy master-worker, Norwich, £40 p.a. 
24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Ambrose, Jonathan, goldsmith of London 

inelter paid piece rates by master-worker. Tower. 

29 Nov, 1681 

1681-98 

(PRO. E 351/2103-5. Mint 1/3 fo.85; BL. 
Additional Charter 15,182) 

Andrew; Samuel 

deputy engraver, Exeter, £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO, E 351/2106) 

Annesly, Arthur 

deputy warden, Bristol, £120 p.a, 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 

(PRO, E ,351/3106; CTB. ! 700-1. 253) 

Anthony. Charles (r/. 1615), goldsmith of London 
chief engraver. Tower, £30 p.a. 

1596-16)5 (will proved 21 Nov.) 

also discharged the office of under-engraver 

25 Mar. 1603-Nciv, 1604 

(PNJ 45 (1975), 54; PRO. Prob. 11/126: 

E 351/2030-40) 

Anthony, Thomas (son of Charles), goldsmith ot 
London 

chief engraver. Tower, £30 p,n. 

Slice. Charles in 1615-31 Mar, 1618 
(CH, App.Bk.I. 148; PRO. E 351/2041-2) 


Ashby, William (r/, 1632/3) 
porter (with Thos Knyvet), Tower, £10 p.a. 
succ, Edm, Knyvet in 1629/30-1632/3 
when succ, by John Denby and Thos Knyvet 
(PRO. AO 1/1598/28-3!) 

Ashley (Astiley). Elizabeth 
attendant in receipt, Tower, £10 p.a. 
t Jan, 1709-14, , . . 

(PRO. AOl/1606/90-5) 

Astell, Thomas 

under-engraver. Tower. 22 June 1660, £40 p.a. 
1660-24 June 1676 

(CSPD. 1660-!. 73; PRO, AO 1/1601/55,58,60; 

£ 351/2065-6) 

Atherton, Philip 
labourer in melting house, 1697 
{Nen'ioii Correspondence, IV, 242) 

Awnsham, Richard 

deputy weigher and teller, Chester. £50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO, E 351/2106) 

Aylesbury, Sir Thomas (L576-1657) 
commissioner (with Sir Ralph Freeman) for the 
master-worker. Tower, 3 Aug. 1635, £500 p.a, 

3 Aug. 1635-5 Mav 1643 
(PRO. AO 1/1628/221-1629/228; DNB) 

Ayres. Thomas 

employed by Plover and Shales to mark the ingots at 

the E.xehec|ucr 

1697 

(PRO, E 101/620/64 no, 14) 

Back well, Edward, goldsmith of London (J. 1683) 
niche r (with Edw. Vyner) of booty brought in by 
Gen. Montague. 16,56 

receiver (with Sir Thos Vvner and Fr;in. Mevnell) of 
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the 'htirp tiiul cross' nuiney demonetised in 1661 
icccivor of the French money received in 1662 in 
pavmeni for Dunkirk 

(CSPl). I65&-7. 37. 89-90, 107-8, 143, 147-8; /Wiv 
History ol the Royal Mini, chap, 3; 

Balderson. fhonuis 
clerk to warden. 1680 
(PRO. Mint 10 10.44) 

Baitnistcr. George 
deputy wtirden. York. tl20 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 

(PRO, L .3.^ I, '2 106; C TH. 1700-1. 2.3.3) 

Barnardston, Sir Thomas (r/. 1669) 
comptroller. Tower. 26 Nov. 1649. £66 l.3.v. 4il. and 
£13 6v. 8r/. for his clerk p.a. 

29 Sept. 1649-1660 

(PRO. .AO l, l600/49-160l/.3.3) 

Barrow. Richard 

additional clerk to warden to tissist with prosecuting 

counterfeiters. Tower 

Slice, R. Weddall 1708-14. . . 

(PRO. Mint 1/8 fo.114) 

Biirsbee. VV'alter 

? deputy to Sam. Rennish at Aberystwyth 
(Boon. p..37) 

Barson. Richard (born c. 1614) 
smith, working for Thos Flodgkins 
16.S0s 

(PRO. E I78.''63L3) 

Bartlett. Samuel, goldsmith of London ((/.I67I) 
assay-master. Tower, 26 Nov, 1649. £66 1.3.v. 4f/. and 
£13 6?. H(l. lor his clerk p.a. 

2.3 Sept. 1649-1660 

(PRO. AO 1' 1(100/49-160 1, ''5.3; G.E. Aylmer. 7hc 
SiaU's Servants (l.,oiulon. 1973), p.242) 

Barton. Daniel 

deputy comptroller. York, £100 p.a. 

24 June 169()-24 June 1()98 
iiiso described as mcltcr there 
(PRO. E .3.31./2I06; CJ XL 700-1) 

Barton. Ralph 

clerk to Walter Williams, assay-master. Tower. £10 
p.a. 

I(i0.3 

(PRO. E l0l.',307/2 no.l) 

Beale. Bartholomew (t/. Ifi74) 
auditor (with Geo. Bingley), £20 p.a. 

29 .Sept. 1644-25 Dec. 1651 
auditor (alone), £40 p.a. (see .Scon) 

2.3 Dec. 1651-25 Mar. 1655 

auditor (with John Wood, succ. by Brooke Bridges) 


1662-2.3 Mar. 1674 

(PRO. AO 1/1670/499. 1()00.''43- I(i02/(i0) 

Beresford, Francis {d. 20 Aug. 1713) 
deputy comptroller. Tower, c. t698-death 
clerk to warden. Tower. £40 p.a. 

2 Apr. 171.3 20 Am;. 1713 

(PRO. E .351/2118-19. Mint 1/7 fo.l5; .Vcuvo/i 

Corrt‘S[!oiulcn(t\ IV, .375; Burial Registers) 

Beresford, Francis 

apprentised to John Crokei . who trained him as an 
engraver 

2.3 ‘'Dec. 1711-14. . . 

(PRO. E .351/21 18-20) 

Beser, Richard 

deputy king's clerk. Norwich. £4(1 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E .351/2106; Tl-'48 no.52) 

Bingley. George 

auditor (with 1 Ion. Stanley), 1 1 Jan. I(i22. £20 p.a. 

24 June 164.3-2.3 Mar. 16-14 
auditor (alone) 

25 Mar. 1644-29 Sept. 1644 
auditor (with Barth. Beale) 

29 Sept. 1644-25 Dec. 1651 

[CSPD. 1610-23. .3.35; PRO. AO 1/1670/499. 1600/ 
43-1601/51) 

Birch. Thomas - see Burgh. Thomas 
Bird, Alexander 

deputy porter. Norwich. £20 p.a. 
l(i9(i-8 

(PRO. T1/4S no.52) 

Birdikin. Thomas 
deputy warden, E.xeter. £120 p.a. 

Ui96-8 

(PRO. Tl'48 no..32) 

Blackborn. Joseph 

deputy assay-master, Bristol. £80 p.a. 
l(i9fi-8 

(PRO. T!,/48 no.52) 

Bowers. George {d. 1 Mar. 1690) 
chief engraver. Tower. 19 Oct. 1689. £325 p.a. 

30 Sept. 1689-Mar, l(i90 

for his connccticrn with copper vHitput. see below. 
(PRO. Mint 1/5 fo.2lv; E .351/2098; CTB. 1680-02 
758) 

Bowles. John 

clerk to deputy warden. Chester. £40 p.a. 

1696 

but see 'F. Neale's acc, PRO. E .351/2106. which 
gives this post to Ric. Morley 
(PRO. TI/48 no. .52) 
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Bowles, Nailirtniel 

deputy assay-master, Bristol, £80 p,a. 

24 June 1696-24 June I69S 

possibly the 'Mr Bowles’ employed to assay ingots at 
the Exchequer at this time. 

(PRO. E 351/2106; BL. Lansdowne MS 801 fo.l41) 

Bradford, William 

lahourev m assay house (not on the Establishment), 
.no p.a. 

25 Dec, 1666^25 Dec. 1667 
(PRO, E 331/2065) 

Bradley, 

smith, 1680 
(PRO. Mint 1/3 fo.62) 

Brattle, Charles (brother of Daniel) 
employed during the Great Recoinage as chief 
agent in inspecting the old and weighing and telling 
the new money 

assay-master. Tower, £200 4- £20 for his clerk p.a, 

succ. his brother in 1713 

(CTP. 1708-14, 549; CTB, 1713, 101) 

Brattle, Daniel 

sinker of coining dies (with Giles Daniel), £20 p.a. 

1 Apr. 1619-25 Dec. 1620 

sinker of coining dies (alone), £20 p.a. 

25 Dec, 1620-25 Mar. 1654 

(PRO, E 351/204.5-7. AO 1/1597/23- 1599/42, AOl/ 

1670/499, AOl/1600/43- 1601/51) 

Brattle, Daniel (son of Sir John) f/, 1713 
claimed in 1698 to have acted as assay- master for 20 
years before his father’s death 
assay-master. Tower, 14 May 1679, £200 -t- £20 for 
his clerk p.a. 

1692-Jan, 1713 

(PRO, AOl/1604/77-1606/95; CTP, 1708-14. 549; 
CTB. Oa. / 697-/1 Hgrrt/ 1698. 231, 171.T 101) 

Brattle, Giles 

sinker of coining dies. Tower, £2f) p.a, 

1 Apr. 1612-31 Mar. 1619 

sinker of coining dies (with Daniel Brattle). £20 p.a. 
1 Apr, 1 61 9-25 Dee. 1620 assists in sinking dies 
1624/5, during Daniel Brattle’s illness, 

(PRO. E 351/20,37^5, AO 1/1597/24) 

Brattle. Sir John ( 1629/30-1692) 
assistant to Daniel Brattle, sinker of coining dies. 
Tower 

17 Nov. 1649-2 Oct, 1651. and 1 Juiie-31 Oct. 1653 
sinker of coining dies. Tower, £2(1 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1654—25 Mar. 1665 
a document of ?1652 also refers to him as clerk to 
the comptroller at £13 6s. Sr/, p a. and clerk to the 
assay-master at £10 p.a. 

assay-master. Tower. £66 I3.v. 4d. and £10 for his 
clerk p.a. 

allowed to e.xereisc the ofhee from 1665 on the 


grounds that the patentee, Thomas Woodward, was 
absent abroad; salary raised to £200 + £10 for his 
clerk in 1667, patent 22 Feb, 1669 
1665-1692 (buried 29 Nov.) 

(PRO. AO 1/1601/51-1604/76: CSPD. 1664-5, 474: 
CTB, 1667-S. 626: PRO. Mint 1/5 fo, 1. Pvob. 11/413 
fo. 39; Burial Register; CSPD, 1652-3. 69-70) 

Brattle, Richard (son of Daniel) 
assistant to Daniel Brattle, sinker of coining dies. 
Tower 

1636/7-1640/1, 1642/3, 1644/7 

(PRO, AO 1/1599/35^0. 1670/499, 16(10/43. 46, 

48) 

Brett, George 

melter. Tower, paid by niaster-v.'orker 

i June 1653-30 Sept. 1659 

(PRO. AO 1/1629/234, E 178/6313) 

Bridges, Brooke 

auditor (with Barth. Beale), £20 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1670-25 Mar. 1674 
auditor (alone). £40 p.a, 

25 Mar. 1674-25 Mar. 1675 

auditor (with Sir Rich. Langley), .£20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1675-25 Dec. 167?'' 
auditor (with Thos Done), £20 p.a. 

25 Dee. 1677-2^ Dec. 1702 

auditor (with Edward Hariev), £20 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1702-25 Dec. 1704 ' 

(PRO. AO 3/702, acc. for 1660-2; AO 1/ 1602/58- 
1605/85) 

Briggs, Hannah 

in charge of the diet. Tower. 5 Sept, 1685 
5 Sept." 1685- 17 14 . . . 

(PRO. AO 1/1604/74, AOl 1606/9(F5, Mini 19/1 
fo.73) 

Briot. Nicholas (r/. 1646) 

1626 appointed engraver of the royal effigy 
chief engraver (not on the Estahlishmeiu), Tower, 
22 Jan, 1634, £50 p.a, 

25 Dec. 1632-25 Dee. 1646 
1631/2 and 1638/9 struck coin in the Tower 
(PRO. AO 1/1598/32-1600/46, AO 1/1628/220. 
223-J: NO (1913). 364. 367) 

Brough, Thomas, (r/. 1684) 
his widow claimed that he had served in the mint 
near 60 years, clerk of papers. Tower, £40 p.a. 

35 Oec,'i66fi-25 Dec. 1684 
( PR O . E 35 1 /2065-8 ; A O 1/1 602/58- 1 6(0/65 : CTB. 
im-9. 34) 

Browne, 

die maker to Men. Harris. 20.v. p.wk. 

1697 

(BL, Additional MS 18,757 fo.4l)i 
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Brown. Robert 

deputy king’s clerk, Norwich, £50 p.a. 

24 June I6'J6-24June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106; Tl/48 no. 52) 

Buckworth, Sir John 

commissioner (with Chas Duncombe and Jas 
Hoare. sen.) to exercise the office of master- 
worker, 15 July 1680, £500 p.a. 

22 July 16811-1684 (warrant authorising his 
replacement by T. Neale dated 4 .Aug.) 
for his connection with copper output, see below 
(PRO. E 351/2092-4; CTB, I68I-5. 1268) 

Bull. Samuel 

die maker to Hen. Harris. 205. p.wk, 1697 
probationer engraver. Tower, £.50 p.a. increased 24 
June 1702 to .£M p.a.. and from 3 Aug- 1704 to £80 
p.a.. when he was termed assistant to the chief 
engraver. 

1 Jan. 1701-14. . . 

(PRO, E .351/2107-20; BL. Additional MS 18.757 
fo.40) 

Burdikin, Thomas 
deputy warden, Exeter, £120 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E .351/2106) 

Burgh, Nicholas, goldsmith of London 
assists in sinking dies, 1626/7, during Daniel Brattle’s 
illness 

1627/8, when privy mark changed 
1641/2. when mint very busy 
1643/4 

chief engraver. Tower, £30 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1644-25 Mar. 1645 
under-engraver. Tower. £40 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1652-25 Mar. 1655 

(GH. App. Bk.l. 163: PRO. AO l/1597/2(i-7, 
1599/42, 1670/499, 1600/43, 1601/51-3; CSPD, 
1651-2. 296) 

Burgh (Birch). Thomas, goldsmith of London, gent, 

(C/.1661) 

for his connection with an annuity as chief engraver, 
see John Gilbert 

deputy to master-workers Sir Ralph Freeman and 
Sir Thomas Aylesbury down to 1642 
teller and weigher. Tower. £33 6.s. 8r/. and £10 for 
his clerk p.a. 

25 Dec. 16.54-1661 

clerk to master-worker. Tower, £20 p.a. 

I Mar. 1628-20 Apr. 1661 

(GH. App. Bk.l. 163; PRO AO l/1599/,37. 1670/ 
499, 1601/53. 1628/220-1629/2.34. E 178/6313. E 
351/2087; CSPD, 1660-1. 11.3. 141, .595) 

Bushell, Thomas 

warden and master-worker. Aberystwyth 


1637-Sept. 1642, 1646, and before late Feb. 1649 
warden (with Sir Wm Parkhurst), Shrewsbury 
Oct. 1642-Jan. 1643 

warden (with Sir Wm Parkhurst), Oxford 
Jan 164.3-6 

warden (with Sir Wm Parkhurst), Bristol 
1643-Sept. 1645 

see Edwards, John; Hcckstctter. Joseph; Syden- 
ham, John 
(Boon, passim) 

Bushell, William (uncle to Thomas) 
book-keeper, Aberystwyth 
(Boon, p.58) 

Byiion, Henry (r/. 1673) 

porter (with Evan Bynon), Tow'cr. 19 Aug. 1062. 
£10 p.a. increased to £20 p.a. in 1667 
1662-29 Sept. 1673 

(PRO. AO 1/1601/5.5-1602/60; CSPD. 1661-2. 79. 
307, 332; CTB. 1660-7. 455) 

Calverley. Thomas 

clerk to deputy comptroller, Bristol. £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106; CTB. 1700-1. 25.3) 

Carter. Richard 
melter. Tower, £20 p.a. 

1 Dec. 1626-25 Dec. 1631 
(PRO. AO 1/1628/220) 

Cartlitch, John 

refiner paid piece rates bv master-worker. Tower 

1696- 8. 1702. 1706. I7II ' 

undertaker (with Hen. Johnson. Peter Floyer and 
Sir John Johnson) for taking in plate to be melted 
down, 1697 

(PRO. E .35I./2103. 2108, 2112, 2117. 2191; CTP. 

1697- 1702. 18-19) 

Cartnell, Timothy 
surveyor, Exeter. £50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Cary, Sir Thomas 

commissioned in May 1644 to open mints in Here- 
fordshire. Gloucestershire. Salop and Cheshire 
(/VC 4th ser. 13 (1913), 371) 

Cherryliekhum - see Williams. John 

Clarke, Thomas 
deputy master-worker. Chester 
1697 

(PRO. E 101/.3t).5/8 no. 27) 

Cogan, Henry, goldsmith of London 
deputy to Comptroller Richard Rogers e. 1624-36 
comptroller. Tower. 26 Sept. 1627. £66 1.3.'t. 4(/.. 
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and il3 ().v. 4(/. for his clerk |).a. 

29Scpl. 1636-164(1 

comptroller (witli VVni VVhcelcr). Tower. 4 Feh. 
164(1. t66 1.3',- -III., and tl3 6,v. Sr/, lor his clerk p a. 
164(1-29 Sept. 1649 

(Oil. A[)p. Bk.l. 197; Foi'dcrii. X. 244 and XX, 
379: 

PRO. AO 1/ 1.S99/35-42. AO .3, '702. Af) 1-1670/499. 
AO 1/160(1/43, 46. 4<S; AO 1/I601/.31: C.SPD. 
/6.?<S’-9. I9S) 


Collins. Henry 

deputy assay-master. York. £80 p.a. 

24 .lime 1696 24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Collins. John 

deputy kinii s clerk. Chester. £50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E .351.'210<i) 

Cook. Francis 

deputy weigher and teller. Bristol. £50 p.a. 

24 June l69(>-24 June 1698 
(PRO. F. .351/2106) 

Cooke, William - see Coos. William 

Coomhs. Richard 

clerk to deputy masler-wDiker, York. £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 

(PRO. E .3512106; (TB. 1700-1. 253) 

Coos. William 

clerk to deputy assay-master. Exeter. £40 p a. 

24 June 169(-)-24 June 1698 

(possibly the same man who was dcseribed else- 
where as William Cooke, clerk to the depuiy 
master-worker) 

(PRO. F 351/2106: 11/48 no. 52) 

Cranlicld. Sir Raiuhill (r/. 25 Dec. 1635) 
master-worker, 'Fower. 10 July 1623 
162.3-13 Jan. 1625. w hen his office was sequestrated 
(PRO. E -351/2081; CSPD, lOH-F. 12) 

Croker. John (1670-1741) 
deputy engraver to lien. Harris, £175 p.a. 

27 Fei>. 1697-1704 

chief engraver. Tower. 7 Apr, 1705. £200 p.a. 

3 Aug. f704-l4. . . 
see Tanner 

(PRO. E .351/2110-21; BL. Additional MS 18.757 
fo.39r; CTB. I(>07- tS. 21; iS’cwtoii Conrspoiiik'nic. 
IV. .3.50-1) 

Curtis. John 

attendant at the receipt. Tower. £|0 p.;i. 

29 Sept. 1681 24 June 1683 
(PRO. E .351 2067-8) 


Curtes. W'illiam 

assists in sinking tlies. 1624/5. during Daniel 
Brattle's illness 
(PRO. AO 1/1597, '241 

Dallow. Philip 

porter (with Richard Dallow). Tower. .30 Sept. 
1675. £20 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1677- ‘1 1708 

attendant m receipt. Tower. £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1701- 1708 (also assisted Ric Dallow in 

this capacity during the recoinage. 169(i-9) 
porter (tilone). Tower. £20 p.a. 

I Jan. 1709-14. . . 

(PRO. AO 1. 160,5/79. 83-AO 1/1606/95) 

Dallow. Richard (t/.l7tl8) 
porter (with Philip Diillow). Tower. 30 Sept. 1675. 
£20 p.a. 

25 Dee. 1677-1708 (buried II Feb.) 
attendant in receipt. Tower. £10 p.a. 

29 .Sept. 168.3-25 Dec. 1701 

deputy porter. Norwich £20 p.a.: deputy York. £20 
P-;i.. and deputy Chester. £20 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 

(PRO. AO l'l602/62-AO I 1605/86. E 351/2068- 

71. E 351/2106: Burial Register) 

Davis. Richard 

deputy porter. Bristol. £20 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO E .351/2106) 

De Cro.so. Abraham 

assists in engraving ;md sinking dies. 1641, '2 
(PRO. AO 1/1 59902) 

Denby. John (//. 1651 ) 

porter (with Thos Knvvet). Tower. £10 p.a. 

Slice. Win Ashbv 1632/3 and held with Knvvet until 
16.35 

porter (alone) 

1635-24 June 1651 

(PRO. AO 1/1598/31-1601/51; CSI'l). 1051. 2.30: 
Tlu‘ Knvvi'ii Leik'n. I (>20- 1 M-l . cilited b\ Bertram 
Scholieid (Norfolk Rec. Soc. 20. 1949).' p, 28 and 
refs) 

Dieher. .lohn. goklsmiih ol London 
under-engraver (with John Rullinger). Tower. £40 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1600 3 1 Mar. 1609 
itnder-engravei (alone). Tower. £40 p.a 
I Apr. 1600-29 Sept. 1620 

(Gil. App Bk.l. 3; PRO I; .351/20.30-45) 

Done. Thomas 

auditor (with Biookc Bridges). £20 p.;i. 

25 Dec. 1677-31 Dec. 1702 
(PRO. AO 146112 .58-16(15 83) 
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Doubleday, Edmutid (^/.1620) 

deputy to Sir TItomas Knyvet, warden 

teller. Tower, ,03 65 . 8f/. and tlO tor his clerk p,a, 

1601-2,3 Dec. 1609 

warden (with SirThos Knyvet). 28 Nov. t609. £lt)0 
and £20 for their clerk p,a. 

23 Dee. 1609-25 Dec, 1620 

{BNJ 45 (1975), .58; PRO. E 3.51/20.30-45) 

Doytey, Thomas 

cleric to the warden. Tower, employed in 
discovering clippers and cotinterfeiters 1671-8 i 
engineer. Tower, £100 p.a. 

c.r68.5-1701 

for his connection with copper output, see helow 
(PRO. E .351/2099-2103; CTB. 1669-72. 952-3, 
t096, 1 L35, 115.3, 1337, 1672-5. 427. 1685-9. 47; 
CSPD. 1680-1 . -393, 1686-7 no. 823; Newson Cone- 
spondeuce. VII. 421) 

Duke, William 

labourer in the assay house or in attendance at the 
receipt. Tower, £11) p.a. 

25 Dec. 1667-29 Sept, 1681 

(PRO. E .351/206.5-7. AO 1/1602/58-160.3/65) 

Dumaresq, Henry (</,16.54) 
teller and weigher. Tower, 30 July 16.51, £33 6,v. 8f/. 
and £10 for his clerk p.a. 

29 Sept, 1649-25 Dec. 1654 
(PRO. AO 1/1600/49-1601/53) 

Dumolieu, Peter 
clerk in mint, 1680 
(PRO, Mint 1/3 fo.44) 

Duncombe, Charles (1648-1711) 
commissioner (with Sir John Duckworth and Jas 
Hoare, sen.) to exercise the office of master- 
worker, 15 July 1680, £500 p.a. 

22 July 1680-20 July 1686 

for Ills connection with copper output, see below 
(PRO, E 351/2092^) 

East, John, goldsmith of London 
imder-cngraver. Tower. 24 Jan. 1634, £40 p.a. 

1 Apr, 1634-25 Mar. 16.52 

(CH, App. Bk. I, 230; PRO. AOI/ 1.598/3.3-4, 
AOI/1599/35-42, AOI/1670/499, AOI/1600/43, 46, 
48, 49, AO1/1601/.51) 

Edwards, John 

deputy to Thos Bushel), Aberystwyth 
Nov. \639-Apr, 1640 
(Boon, p-57) 

Edwyn, Martin 

assists in sinking dies. 1626/7, during Daniel 
Brattle's illness 
(PRO. AOl/1597/26) 


Ellis, Christopher 

additional clerk to warden to assist in prosecuting 
clippers, Tower, 1 Dec. 1696, £60 p.a. 

29 Sept, 1696-25 Dec, 1699 

(PRO, AOl/1605/79. 81 ; E,351/2073; Mint 1/6 fo,46) 

Ellis, James {d. 1693) 

second clerk to warden. Tower, 30 Nov, 1686. £40 
p.a, 

24 June 1686-29 Sept. 1693 

(PRO. Mint 1/5 fos 6. 25. E35!/2()9.5-2lOO: CTP. 

1557-1696. 329) 

Ellis, John 

comptroller. Tower, 23 M;iy 1701, £300 + £40 for 
his clerk p.a. 

Slice. Thos Moivneux and Chas Mason 1701-25 
Dec. 1711 

(PRO. AOl/160.5/82-1606/92. Mint 1/5 fo,29v; BE. 
Egerton MS 929 fo.l48: CTB. 1711. 293) 

ElwiJI, Sir John 
deputy master-worker, Exeter 
1696-8 

[CTB, 1697-S. 108; PRO, E351/2I06) 

Evans, George (r/. 1704) 

clerk of the irons and surveyor of the meltings. 
Tower, £1 10 and £10 for his clerk p.a,. increasing to 
£130 for both in 1700 
Nov. 1676-1704 

deputy surveyor, York, £50 p.a, 

24 June 1696—24 June 1698 

(PRO. AOI/1602/62- 1605/85, E351/2106; CTB. 
1676-9. 93 . 365 , 399 , 427-8 , 820) 

Evans, John 

deputy surveyor of meltings, 1680 
(PRO. Mint 1/3 fos 12-13) 

Evans, William (son of George) 
surveyor of meltings and clerk of irons, £130 p a, 

25 Dee. 1704-14. 

(PRO. AO 1/ 1 605/8.5-1606/95 ) 

Fauquier, John Francis (r/, 1726) 
deputy to Thos Neale and Sir Isaac Newton, master- 
workers, Tower 
',>1686-1714. . . 

(PRO. E35 1/2103, Mint 1/6 fo.71v; BE. Ltmsdowne 
MS 801 fo. 134; Newion Correspondence, passim) 

Fenton, Peter 

clerk to Comptroller Henry Cogan, Tower, £13 6.r. 
8(/, p.a. 

I649-.50 

(CJ VI, 251-2; C8PD. 1650. 469) 

Fewster, William 

clerk to the warden (not on the Establishment) 
164.3-6 

(PRO. A01/16()l/51) 
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Filth. Thomas (r/. 1701) 

served for some years under the mint commis- 
sioners prior to 1686 
wemher and teller. Tower. £100 p.ti. 

24 June 1686-1701 

(FRO. AOl/1603/68- 1605/82. CTH, /68,5-y. 872) 
Fletcher. Richard 

smith to Hen. Harris, 15.v. p.wk, 1697 
smith. Tower. £40 p.a. 

1 Jan. 1712-14. . . 

(PRO. E351/21 18-20; BL. .Additional MS 18,757 
fo.40) 

Floyer, Peter, reliner of London 
relincr of silver (with Thos Loveday). 1680 
rellner paid piece rales bv master-worker, Tower 
1696 

undertakei (with Hen. Johnson. John Carllilch and 
Sir John Johnson) for taking in plate to be melted 
down. 1697 

assayer and meller of clipped silver (with Chas 
Shales) for master- worker. Tower, 1696-8 
(PRO. E351y2I0.5-5. 2191: Mint I./3 fo.67; CTP. 
l6<-)7-l702. 18-19) 

Foley, Thomas 

auditor (with Edward Harley). £20 p.a. 

Slice. .Arthur Maynwaring 1712-14. . . 

(PRO. AO 1/1606/9.3-5) 

Ford. George (</.2 Apr 1713) 
a 'Mr. Ford' appears as deputy warden in 1700 
second clerk to the wai'den, £40 p.a. 

17 Jan. 1708-25 Mar. 1713 
(PRO. E35I/2I 14-19. Mint l/7fo.l5) 

Foshrooke, Francis 
deputy surveyor. Chester, £50 p.a. 

24 June 169(>-24 June 1698 
(PRO. W .351/2106) 

Fowle. Thomas (buried 28 July 1703) 
at the mint by 1680 

clerk to the master-worker. Tinver. .£40 p.a. 

.30 Sept. 1689-'.’ 1703 

(PRO C35 1/2098, Mint 1/3 fos 12-13; Burial 
Register) 

Francis. ... ('a Frenchman') 
labourer to Hen. Harris. Ilv. p.wk. 1697 
(BL. Additional MS 18.7.57 fo.40) 

Franklin. Hamond, goldsmith of London 
in 1622 he claimed that he had served 20 years as a 
clerk in the mint without rcw'ard for his service 
weigher. Tower. 24 .Apr. 1624, £20 p.a. 

24 Dec. 1623-29 Sept. 1649 
deputy to Sir \Vm Parkhursi. warden 
.’-24 Nov. 1642 

clerk to the master-worker. Tower. £20 p.a. 


27 Nov. I62 (t- 24 June 1627 

(GH. App. Bk.. 1. 194; PRO. AOI/ 1 597/23-7. 
E35i/2053. AOl/1 598/28-34. A01/1599/.35-1I. 

AO-3/702. ,AOI/I670.'499. AOI/1600/4.3. 46. 48. 
AOI/160T/5J, AOI/1628/220. SP14/1.32 no.H7) 

Freeman. Sir Ralph (r/. 1667) 
auditor (with Tien. Stanley). £20 p.a. 

24 June 1628-25 Dec. 1631 

commissioner (with Sir Thos Aylesbury) for the 
master-worker. Tower. 3 Aug. 1635, £500 p.a. 

3 Aug. 1635-5 May 1643 

master-worker. Tower. 9 July 1660, £500 p.a. 

21 July 1660-.30 Dec. 1662 

master-worker (with Hen. Slingsby), Tower. .30 

Dec. 1662. L50() p.a. 

30 Dec. 1662-1667 

(PRO. E.351/20.53. AOI./I598/28--30, AOl/1628/ 
221-1629/228. F.,35l/2087. BL. Additional MS 
.34. .358 fo.23: CSFD. 1667. 175) 

Freeman. Thomas 
moulder in the melting hou.se, 1680 
(PRO. Mint 1/3 fo.47) 

Frowde. Corney (r/. 1680) 
assistant to weigher and teller. Tovver, £40 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1677-24 June 1679 
clerk to the master-worker 
I June 1680-22 July 1680 
chief clerk. Tower. £60 p.a. 

24 June 1679-29 Sept. 1680 

(PRO. .AOI/ 1602/6.3. 65; El 12/.588 no.8) 

Gardener. Thomas 

doorkeeper, employed by Floyer and Shales at the 

Excheiiuer 

1697 

(PRO. ElOl/620/64 no. 14) 

Gardiner. Francis, alderman of Norwich 
deputy master-worker. Norwich 
1696-8 

(C/VJ, /697-.S“. 108; PRO. E.351/2106) 

Gilbert. John 

formerly warden of the mint in Scotland 
chief engraver. Tower. £30 p.a.. 15 Sept 1624 
(with Edward Green) 24 June 1624-31 .Mar. 1626 
on 1.3 Nov. 1628 Gilbert was granted an annuity ol 
£50 for life as chief engraver of the mint (though 
Green renuhneil in sole control), and he drew this 
sum for ten years to 24 June 1638 w-hen he surren- 
deretl his patent to Thomas Burgh. In turn. Burgh 
surrendered the patent for an amiuilv ol £50 
(C.VP/J. 1623-5. 340: PRO. .AOI/I597./24. 26. 37. 
Sekn Tnu ts mut Dociinieiils illtisiruiivv of 
Moiit'iiiry Hislory, I626-I73().c3\\vd by W A. Sliaw 
(London. 1890). p.5) 


Gisborne. 1 leiiry - see .Mallis 
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Goodyeare (Goodere), Edward 
comptroller, Aberystwyth, 30 Juiv 1637, £40 p,a, 
1637 

(Boon, p,57) 

Goston (Gofton), Sir Francis 
auditor (with Alex, King), £20 p.a. 

29 Sept, 1603-24 Dec. 1613 
auditor (alone) 

23 Dec. 1618-31 Mar. 1619 
auditor (with Hen. Stanley) 

] Apr. 1619-24 June 1628' 

{CSPD. 1603-10. 33; PRO. E351/2043-53) 

Granger, Benjamin 

clerk to deputy comptroller, Exeter, £40 p.a, 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E351/2106) 

Green, Charles, goldsmith of London (brother of 
Edward) 

under-engraver. Tower, 28 Mar. 1616. £40 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1620-31 Mar. 1634 

(GH. App. Bk, L 104; CSPD, I61I-JS. 358; PRO, 

E35I/2045-7, A 01/ 1597/23-7, E351/2053, AOl/ 

1598/28-32) 

Green, Edward, goldsmith of London (r/. 1644) 
chief engraver. Tower, £30 p.a. 15 Sept. 1634 
(with John Gilbert) 24 June 1624-31 Mar. 1626 
(alone) 1 Apr. 1626-25 Dec. 1644 (see John Gilbert) 
(GH. App. Bk, I, 165; CSPD. 1623-5, 340; PRO. 
AOI/1597/24-7, E35 1/2053, A 01/ 15 98/28-34, AOI/ 
1599/35-42. AOI/1670/499) 

Greenall, William 

clerk to deputy comptroller, Chester, £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E351/2106) 

Grillei, John 

probationer engraver, Tower, £50 

25 Dec. 1697-29 Sept. 1698 
(PRO. E351/2103; CTB, 1697-S. 63) 

Grime, Walter 

clerk to Warden St John, Tower, £20 p.a. 

1649 

(CJ VI, 251-2. PRO, C54/3487) 

Grochy, Giles 
clerk to master-worker, 

June l652'-Nov, 1653 

(PRO. AOI/1629/234. E178/6313) 

Guerdain, Aaron, MD (d. 1676) 
master- worker. Tower, 26 July 1649, £400 p.a, 

16 May 1649-31 May 1660 

(PRO, AOI/1629/234, El 78/63 13; G.R. Balleine, 

A Biographical Dictionary of Jersey. (1948)} 


Hall, Thomas 

chief clerk. Tower, £60 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1682-1714. . . . 
clerk of papers. Tower. £40 p.a. 

24 Dec. 1684-1714. . , . 

assistant to the master-worker during the recoinage, 
£600 p.a. for him and his clerks 

25 Dec. 1695-25 Dee. R)97 

(PRO. E351/206S-7I, AOl/1603/68-1606/95. E351/ 
2103) 

Halley. Edmund (16,56-1742) 
depntv comptroller. Chester, £100 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO, E35 1/2106; DNB) 

Hanslopp, Charles 

survevor of the sweep. Tower. £50 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1696-29 Sept, 1698 
(PRO. E35 1/2103) 

Harley (Harleigh). Edward (d, 1680) 
in charge of the diet. Tower 
succ. Ric. Millard in 1622-1680 
(PRO. Mini 19/1 fos 61. 40) 

Harley, Edward 

auditor (with Brooke Bridges), £20 p.a. 

1 Jan. 1703-? 1705 

auditor (with Arth, Mavnwarins), £20 p.a, 

25 Dec, 1705-12 

auditor (with Thos Foley), £20 p.a. 

1712-14, , , 

( PRO . A 0 1 / 1 605/84- 1606/95 ) 

Harley, Frances 

in charge of the diet. Tower 
succ, her husband 23 Oct, 1680-5 
(PRO, Mint 19/1 fo. 40) 

Harley, Sir Robert (1579-1656) 
master-worker. Tower, 6 Sept. 1626, £500 p.a. 

27 Nov. 1626-1 Aug. 1635 

reappointed by ordinance of parliament. 6 May 
1643-15 May 1649 

{CSPD. 1625-6 , 573 , 577; PRO. E 10 1/305/7 no. 16. 
A Of/ 1628/220, AOI/ 1629/30 and 32; DNB) 

Harris, Henry 

chief engraver. Tower, 4 Apr. 1690, £325 p.a. 

25 Mar, 1690-31 Aug. 1704 

see Bull, Sam.; Browne. -; King, -; Francis, ~; 

Williams, -; Fletcher, Ric.; Stafford 

for his connection with tin output, see below 

(PRO, Mint 1/5 fo.22, E35 1/2098-21 10) 

Hannoll, Thomas 
deputy surveyor, Exeter, £50 p.a. 

1696-8 

(PRO.Tl/48 no, 52) 
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Hartstongue, Robert 
deputy assay-master. Norwich, £80 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO.E35 1/2106) 

Hawkes. Thomas 
clerk. Exeter 
c.Sept. 1643-c.Apr. 1646 
(A'C.Sth ser. 8 (1928), 227) 

Hayes, Israel (</. 1701) 
deputv comptroller. Exeter, £100 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E351/2106) 

Haynes, Hopton (rf. 1749) 

In 1701 Newton said that apart from two brief 
intervals Haynes had served in the mint for fourteen 
years. During the Great Recoinage he was 
employed to instruct officers for the country mints 
and to supervise their accounts; recommended as 
suitable for post of deputy comptroller during 
recoinage. passed over m favour of Francis Beres- 
ford but took care of comptroller's office till Mr 
Beresford could qualify himself; retained as clerk 
to master-worker at £100 p.a. till Neale’s death 
weigher and teller. Tower. 27 Nov, 1701 , £100 p.a. 
succ. Thos. Fitch m 1701-14. . . 

(PRO AO 1/1 605/82-1606/95. Mint 1.''5 fo 30; DNB; 
Neivioii Correspondence . IV, 375) 

Hechstetter. Joseph 
deputy to Thos Bushell, Ahervstwytli 
1 May 1640- Apr. 1642 
(Boon, p.58) 

Herbert, lord Edward 

commissionetl in .luly 1644 to strike money as 
usually current in the king’s dominions 
(/VC4th ser. 13 (1913). .371) 

Higginson. Nathaniel (1652-1708) 
clerk to assist Wardens Wharton in prosecutions 
1681-3 

(Diciioiuiiy of Aniericnn Biojirnphy) 

Hill. - 

under-graver. Tower 
1662 

(CSPD. 1661-2. 586) 

Hill. Henry 
assists in sinking dies. 

1626/7, during Daniel Brattle’s illness 
1627/8, when privy mark chanced 
(PRO.AOM597/2f>-7) 

Hoare, Henry (grandson of Jas Iktarc, sen.) 
appointetl assislanl lo his grandlalher. S July 1695. 
without salary 

(CTH, /6<A?-6. 1.391; /0V6-7. 27. 46. 45, 149) 


Hoare, James (sen.) (r/.169fi) 
clerk to master-worker. Tower. £20 p.a. 

1 May 1637-31 May 1660 
clerk. Tower. £20 p.a. 

1 Apr. 1637-25 Mar. 16.55 
comptroller (alone). Tower, £80 p.a., 

June 1660-May 1662 

comptroller (with his son. James), Tower, £80 p.a., 
increased to £340 p.a. fiom 1667 
May 1662-24 June 1679 
comptroller (alone). Tower. £340 p.a. 

24 June 1679-25 Mar. 1696 

commissioner (with Chas Duncombe and Sir John 
Buckworth) to exercise the office of master-worker. 
15 Julv 1680. £500 p.a. 

22 July 1680-20 July 1686 

for his connection with copper output, see below 
(CSPD. 1660-1. 74; PRO. AOl/1.599/36-1601/53: 
1601/55-1604/77, E351.''2072. AOI/1628/222-1629/ 
2.34, El 78/6.3 1.3, E3.5 1/2092-4) 

Hoare, James (jun.) (d.l679) 
clerk to the master-worker, £20 p.a. 

21 July 1660-78 

clerk. Tower. £20 p.a. made chief clerk in 1667 at 
£60 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1662-24 June 1679 

joined with his father, James, as comptroller by 
grant 2 May 1662 

for his connection with copper output, see below 
(PRO.AOI/1601.''5.5-1602/63, E.35I/2087, El 12/588 
no.8; CSPD, 1661- 2. .358) 

Hoare. Martin (son of James, sen.) (cJ. 1682) 
chief clerk. Tower. £60 p.a, 

29 .Sept, 1680-29 Sept. 1682 
(PRO.,A.OI/1603/65. 67; New History of the Royal 
Mint: Burial Register) 

Hodgkins, Thomas 

smith. Tower, paid £10 p.a. on the Establishment 
and piece rates bv master-wcirker 
29 Sept. 1644-25 Dec. 1673 
(PRO.AOI/1670/499. 1 600/43- 16()2'60. 1629/2.30; 
CSPD. 1661-2. .344) 

1 lolland. Cornelius 

collector and receiver of coinage money, app. by 
parliament 24 Nov. 1642. £100 and £20 lor his clerk 
p.a. 

29 Sept. 1642-12 Mav 1645 
( PRO, AOI/ 1 67(),-’499. 1600/4.3) 

Hollc, William (</.l624), goldsmith of London 
chief engraver. Tower. 29 May 1618. £.30 p.a. 

1 Apr. 1618-24 June 1624 

(GH.0.545; PRO. E.35 1/2043-47. AOI/I597./2.3-24) 

How, Alexander 
deputy master-woi ker. Bristol 
',’1696^ 
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(see Yates, Robert, who appears to have succ, hint) 
(C7'B, 7697-^, lO:^; PRO.EIOI/3()5/S no,4,3) 

Howard, James (possibly a scribal error for Hoare) 
clerk. Tower, L20 p.a. 

1649 

(Cy VI, 251-2; PRO. C54/54S7) 

Hull, Richard, of London, gent, 
surveyor of meltings and clerk of irons, 
Aberystwyth. 30 July 1637, ,t40 p,:i,, 1637 
(Boon, p 57) 

Hunter, James 

assistant to the Roectiers, Towei. before 1695 
{BNJ 27 (1952-1). 206^7) 

Ireland, Edward, goldsmith of London 
smith. Tower, paid piece rates by master- worker 
1638-19 

(GH.App.Bk.L 217; PRO.AOI/1 628/224- 1629/ 
232) 

Johnson, Henry 

undertaker (with Sir John Johnson. Peter Floyer 
and John Cartlitch) for taking in plate to be melted 
down, 1697 

(PRO,E351/2191; CTR, 1697-1702. 18-19) 

Johnson, Sir John, goldsmith of London 
undertaker (with Hen, Johnson. Peter Floyer. and 
John Cartlitch) for taking in plate to be nielted 
down, 1697 

(PRO.E351/2103 and 2191: CTP, 1697-1702. 
18-19) 

Johnson (Jansen), Peter (buried 13 Jan. 1698) 

smith to the Roettiers and subsequent engravers, 
Tower, £50 p.a, 

1662 - died in office 1698 

for his connection with copper output, see below 
(PRO. E35 1/2090, 2103, AO 1/1 63 1/244, A 03/702; 
CTB. 1697-8. 239; Burial Register) 

King. - 

letter maker for Hen. Harris, 20.s. p.wk 
1697 

(BE. Additional MS 18,757 fo,40) 

King, Alexander (rf. 1618) 
auditor (alone), £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1596-29 Sept. 1603 

auditor (joined with Fra, Goston by Establishment 

of 30 Aug, 1603) 

29 Sept. 1603-25 Dec. 16)8 

(BNJ 45 (1975), 62; PRO.E351/2030-43, ElOl/307/ 

2 no. 1) 

Kynvet, Anthony 

teller, Tower, 1 1 Dec. 1609, £33 6s. 8d. and £10 for 
his clerk p.a. 


25 Dec, 1609-29 Sept. 1649 
porter, Tower, £10 p.a, 

1 Apr. !612-31 Mar. 1617 

porter (with Edm. Knyvet), Tower, £10 p.a. 

1 Apr, 1617-3i Mar, 1619 

(PRO, £351/20,34-17, AOl/1597/23-1601/51 : 

esro. 1603-10. 571) 

Knyvet. Edintind {d. 1629/.30) 
porter (with Ant. Knyvet), Tower, £10 p.a, 

1 Apr. 1617-31 Mar. 1619 
porter (alone). Tower, £10 p.a, 

1 Apr. 1619-)629/,30 when succ. by Tlios Knyvet 
and Will Ashbv 

(PRO, £,351/2042-7, AOl/ 1597/23-1598/28) 

Knyvet, Thomas, lord Knyvet of Escrick (f/.1622) 
warden. Tower. 28 Sept. 1599, £100 and £20 for his 
clerk p.a. 

1 Oct, 1599-25 Dec, 1609 

warden, (with Edw, Doubleday), Tower, 28 Nov. 
1609, £100 and £20 p.a, for their clerk 
25 Dec. 1609-M Feb. 162! 

(BNJ 45 (1975). 63; CSPD. 1603-10. 563; PRO, 
E351/203(>- 45; P. Hasler, The House of Common'i, 
1558-1603 (1981), II, 423^) 

Knyvet. Thomas 
purveyor. Tower, £20 p.a. 

1600-24 June 1603 

(BNJ 45 (1975). 63; PRO,E,35l/2030) 

Knyvet. Thomas (1596-1658), nephew of Edmund 
porter, Tower, £10 p.a, 

succ. Edmund Knyvet 1629/30 and held jointly with 
(1) Wm Ashby until Ashby's death. 1632/3; and (2) 
John Den by until 1635 

(The Knyveu Leuers. 1620-1644. edited by Bertram 
Schofield (Norfolk Rec. Soc. 20, 1949), p.28 and 
refs) 

Lamb, William 

deputy comptroller, Norwich, £100 p.a, 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO, E351/2106) 

Langley. Sir Richard 
auditor, £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1675-25 Dec. 1677 
(PRO, E351/2066) 

Lawrence. Jonas 
assists in sinking dies, 1636/7 
(PRO, AO 1/1599/35) 

Le Blanc, William (buried 22 July 1676) 
working for the master-worker in some unspecified 
capacity, 1663-6 

assistant to weigher and teller, Tower £40 p.a. 

25 Dec, 1666-1676 

for his connection with copper output, see below 



(PRO. E 351/2U65-6. AO l/l6()2/58-«l; HMC 6ih 
Report, p.333; Burial Register) 

Le Clerc, Gabriel 

assistant to chief cnuravcr. Tower. £S0 p.a. 

I Jan. I7ll.‘i-2‘J Scpr 1706 (absent abroad 29 Sept. 
1706-25 Dec. 1707) 

2.5 Dec. 1707-25 Mar. 1709 
(PRO. E .351/2111, 2112. 2114. 2115) 

Leeke. Ralph, of London 
inciter, Bristol 
I6‘)6-K 

(PRO. E 351/2108; Mini 1/8 fo.2l) 

Lewis, Edward 

elerk to deputy comptroller. Chester £40 p.a. 

16% 

but sec T. Neale's ace. PRO. E.351.''2I06, which 
gives this post to \Vm Greenall; presumably, the 
latter succ. Lewis when Lewis became clerk to 
deputy nnister-worker. Chester 
dismissed Feb. 1698 

(CTB. I697S. 28, 59-60, 148, 156. 2.38; PRO. TI/48 
no. 52) 

l.incoin, Richard 
purveyor. Tower. £16 p.a. 

1 Mav 1644-16.59 

(PRO. AO 1/1629./2.30. 232. 2.34. E 178/6313) 

Lincoln, Savory 
purveyor. Tower, £16 p.a. 

21 July 1660-31 Dec. 1662 
(PRO' E 351. '2087) 

Lloyd. John 

deputy surveyor. Bristol. £.50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 


Lloyd. Sir Philip (;/.29 Sept. 1686) 
warden. Tower. 4 Mar. 1685, £440 p.a. 

23 Feb. 1685-29 Sepi. 1686 

(PRO. AO 1/1603/68; CTB. 16B5-0. 1512) 

Loup (Loope), William 

clerk lo deputy master-worker. Bristol. £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. C.351/2106) 

Loveday, Thomas 

relincr of silver (with Peter Plover). 

1680 

(PRO. Mint 1/3 ro.67) 

Low. Samuel 
deputy engraver. Tower 
worked under the Roettiers 
{CTB. 1709. 162) 


Lowe. John 

deputy engraver. Bristol, £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Macy (Macey). George 

clerk to Wardens Wharton, Lloyd, Wynne and 
Overton, prosecuting clippers and coiners, 
71680-94 

chid clerk or deputy lo warden (Benj. Overton). 
Tower. 1693-6 

deputy to Isaac Newton, 1696-9 

see also Predditt, Christopher 

(CTB. 1689-92. 1418. /bO.J-P. 929-.30, 99(1. 1141; 

PRO, E 351./2072-.3; CTP. 1557-1696. 285) 

Manwaring, James 
deputy master-worker, Chester 
1697-8 

(CTB. 1697-8. 108) 

Marshall. Henry 

clerk to deputy warden. York. £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E .351/2106) 

Marlin, John 
smith. Tower. £10 p.a. 
succ. Lewis Tayte in 1641/2-29 Sept. 1(>44 
(PRO. AO 1/1599/42: 1670,499) 

Martin. Sir Richard (15.34-1617), goldsmith ol 
London 

masler-worker (wilh his son, Richard). Tower, 28 
Sept. 1598 

29 Sepi. L598-Feb. 1607 
masler-worker. Tower 
Feb. 1607-Julv 1617 

( BNJ 45 ( 1975). (>4; BL. Additional .MS 1 8. 758 lo. 1 79; 
PRO. EI(ll/296/14-l6. EI59/44.3 Rec, Mic. 252) 

Marlin. Richard (d.l616). goldsmith of London 
masler-worker (with his father. Sir Richard). 
Tower. 28 Sept. 1598 
29 Sept. 1.59.S-Feb. 1607 

(BNJ 45 (1975). 64: BL. Additional MS 18.7.58 
fo.l79. PRO. F.IOI/296/16. EI.59./44.3 Rec. .Mic. 
252) 

Martin. Richard 

smith. Tower, paid piece rates by master-worker 

l6,37-.30 Nov. 1644 

(PRO. AO I /I628/22.V 1629/2.30) 

Mason, Charles 

comptroller (with Thos .Moivneux). Tower. 27 Jan 
1697. £.340 p.a. 

25 Mar 1696 - succ. by John Ellis. 1701 

(PRO. AO 1/1605/ 79. 81-2: C/7’. 1697-1702 . 425) 

Mason. Matthew, goldsmith ol London (ageti 58 In 
1664.1/1668) 
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me Iter, Tower, paid by master-worker 

21 July 1660-20 June 1668 

(PRO. E 351/2089, E 1 78/63 13;CTB, 1660-7, 535: 

HMC 6ih Report. p.332b) 

Mason, Thomas 

smith. Tower, paid piece rates by master- worker 
1635-13 

(PRO. AO 1/1628/221-1629/228) 

Matthews, Richard 

purveyor. Tower, £16 p.a, 

June 1650-30 Nov, 1657 
porter, Tower, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1651-25 Mar. 1655 

attendant in receipt. Tower. 53s. 4f/. p.a. 

24 June 1651-29 Sept, 1654 

(PRO, AOl/1601/51, 53; AOl/1629/234: E178/ 
6313) 

Mattis (alias Gisborne). Henry 
smith, Tower, £10 p.a. 

1596-M Julv 1623 

{BNJ 45 (1975), 64; PRO. E 351/2030-47) 

Maynwaring, Arthur (r/, 1712) 
auditor (with Edw, Harley), £20 p.a. 

25 Dec, 1705-1712. when succ. hv Thos Foley 
(PRO. AO 1/1 605/87-1606/93) 

Maysmor, Robert 

clerk to the master-worker. Tower, £40 p.a. 

30 Sept. 169S-? 

(PRO. E351/2098) 

Meeres, Robert (r/. 1637) 
book-keeper. Tower, £20 p.a. 

1594-31 Mar, 1637 

clerk to the master-worker. Tower, £20 p.a. 

27 Nov. 1626-30 Apr. 1637 

(BNJ 45 (1975), 64; PRO. E 351/2030-47. AO 

1/1597/23-1599/35; AO 1/1628/220-2) 

Meynell, Francis 

receiver (with Sir Thos Vyner and Edw. Backwell) 
of the 'harp and cross’ money demonetised in 1661 
(A'etv History of (he Royal Mint, chap. 3) 

Millard, Richard 
in charge of the diet. Tower 
before 1622 

(PRO. Mint 19/1 fo.61) 

Milward, Richard 
book-keeper. Tower, £20 p.a. 

1591-31 Mar, 1616 

(BNJ 45 (1975). 64; PRO. E 351/2030-40) 
Molyneux. Thomas 

comptroller (with Charles Mason), 27 Jan. 1697, 
£340 p.a. 


25 Mar. 1696-succ, bv John Ellis, 1701 

(PRO. Mint 1/5 fo.26; AO 1/160,5/79, 81-2; CTP. 

1697-1702, 425) 

Monlowe, Anthony 

described as an 'officer' of the mint in 1626 
{ARC. 1626. 359) 

Moor, John 

clerk to deputy warden, Exeter, £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO, E 351/2106) 

Moor, Thomas 

deputy warden, Norwich, £120 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

More. Robert 

described as an 'officer’ of the mint in 1626 
(ARC. 1626. 359) 

Morgan, Richard 
clerk to master-worker. Tower 
1707, at which date it was proposed that he go to 
instruct in book-keeping at the Edinburgh mint 
during the Scottish recoinage 
poss. clerk to the warden. Tower 
1713-14. , . 

{CTP. 1702-7. 519; PRO. AOI/1606/94-5; CTB. 
1706-7. 354) 

Morgan, Eymon 

labourer in assay house (not on the Establishment), 
£10 p.a. 

25 Dec, 1666-25 Dec, 1670 
(PRO. E 351/2065) 

Morley, Richard 

clerk to warden, Chester. £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 

(PRO. E 351/2106; CTB, 1700-1. 253) 

Morrice, John 
clerk. Tower, before 1670 
{CSPD, 1670, 623) 

Neale. Thomas (r/,16 Dec. 1699) 
commissioner (with Chas Duncombe and Jas 
Hoare, sen.) to exercise office of master- worker 
4 Aug. 1684-20 July 1686 
master-worker, Tower, 7 Aug, 1678. £500 p.a. 

22 July 1686-23 Dec. 1699 

for his connection with copper output, see below 

(PRO, £351/2095-2)06; CTB. 16SI-S5. 1268, 1702. 

165) 

Newton, Sir Isaac (1642-1727) 
warden. Tower, 13 Apr. 1696, £440 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1696-25 Dec. 1699 
master-worker, Tower, 3 Feb, 1700, £500 p.a. 
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I Jill). 17()(KJI Dec. 1726 

(PRO. AO 1/16(13/79. Mini 1/5 to. 26; E35l/2]l)7- 
2 1 ; AO I / 1 6.35/278- 1 6.37/289) 


Oldlicld. Thomas 

smith. Tower. p;iiil piece rales hy master-worker 
I629-.38 

(PRO. AO l/1628/22(K)) 

Oliver. Siimucl 

clerk to deputy comptroller. Norwich. £40 p.a. 

24 June 169(>-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E -35 1 2 1 116) 

Overton. Benjamin 

warden. Tower. 2 Feb. 1690. .£440 p.a. 

1 Feb. 1690-25 Mar. 1696 
(PRO. AO l.'1604/74-7; E 351/2072) 

Owen. llumtVey. of Aberystwyth, gent, 
clerk. Abervstwvth. .30 Jiilv 1637. .£15 p.a. 

1(1.37 

(Boon, p.57) 

Piilmer, Andrew 

assay-master (with Walt. Williams). Tower. £66 l.3.v. 
4(1. iind £10 foi his clerk p.a. 

25 Mar. 1605-25 Mar. 1620 
assay-master (iilone). Power 
25 Mar, 1620-25 Mar. 1622 
assay-niiistei (with Oeo. Turner) 

25 Miir. 1622-25 M;ir. 1634 
assav-niastei (alone) 

25 Mar. 16.34-29 Sept. 1649 

se<.|uestriitor (with Sir Wm Parkhurst and Ric. 

Rogers) for Sir R;md;dl Cr;inlield's oflice of master- 

worker 

13 Jan. 162.5-14 Aue. I(i26 

(PRO, E 351/20.3W7; AO l/l.597''23-1601'51 : E 

.351/2081) 

Palmer. Williiim 

clerk to the warden (not irn the Establishment) 
l(i52-.3 

(PRO. AO 1/1()0I/5I; C5'P/7. 1052-1. 69-70) 
Parker. Peter 

assists in sinking dies. 1(>24.'5. during Diiniel Bratt- 
le's illness 

(PRO. AO 1/1.^97/24) 

Piirkhiirsl. Sir William (burieil 28 Feb. 1667) 
sequestrator (with Ric. Rogers and And. Palmer) 
for Sir Riindall CniiiliekPs oflice of master-worker. 
13 Jill). 162.5-14 Aug. 1626 

warden (with Sir Edw. Villiers). Tower. 12 July 
162.3, £100 and £20 for their clerk p.a. 

17 July 1623-1 Sept. 1626 
warden (alone) 

1 Sept 1626-25 Mar. 1629 

warden (with Sir Anthony St Leger). 1 1 Feb. 1629 


25 Mar. 1629-24 Nov. 1642 
16 Apr. 1660-19 Dec. 1666 

warden (with Thos Bushell). Shrew'sbuiy, Oxford. 
Bristol 
1 (>42-6 

(PRO. F..3.5 1/2081, AO 1/1. 597, '2.3-7, £.351/20.5.3, 
AO 1/1 598/28- 1599/42. AO3/702. AOI/1601/55; 

CTB. 106(1-7, 652: LJ .Xll. 37; Burial Register) 

Parsons. John 

clerk to Master- Worker Neale 
■’1696-9 

(BE. Landsdowne MS 801 IO.I.34) 

Pemberton. Peter 

deputy assay-master. Chester. £80 p.a. 

24 June 169(3-24 June 1()98 
(PRO. E .351/2106) 

Penilleton, Thomas 
clerk m mint 1698 

for his connection with copper output, see below 
Penrose, Thomas 

deputy weigher tind teller. York. £50 p.a. 

24 June 169t)-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E .351/2106) 

Perrot. Lancclol 

weigher and tellei. Tower, £90 p.;i.. rtiised to £100 
p.a. on death of Thos Rawlins 

25 Dec. l66(>-24 June 1686 

(C.ST’D, 1665-6. 373: PRO. E 351/20()5: AO 1/1601' 
58-160.3/68) 

Peyton. Craven 

warden. Tower. I May 1708. £40(1 + £40 for bis 
clerk p.a. 

1 Mav 1708-31 Dec. 1714 

(PRO. Mint 1/5 fo..36v. AO 1/1605/89- 1 606.'95) 

Phelipps, Eilward 

comptroller. Tower. II June 1711. £.300 4- £4t) for 
his clerk p.a. 

25 Dec. 171 1-31 Dec. 1714 

(PRO. AO 1/1606/93-5. Mint 1/5 fo..37r; BL. Eger- 

ton .MS 929 fo. 148) 

Phocus. Lancelot 

ileputy engraver, Chester. £40 p.a. 

24 June |fVjf'>-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E .351/2106; Tl/48 no..52) 

Pight. Richard (born c.i608) 
clerk of the irons and surveyr)r of the nteltings. 
Tower, 7 Aug. 1649. £40 [).a. anil £10 loi his clerk 
p.a. 

29 .Sept. I(r49-1()60 

(PRO. A(.) |/l60().'49-l60l/53; E 178/631.3. See also 
E 178/6589, C.SPP. 1660-1. 10. 136; C.SPI). 1051. 
.389; CTH. 1060-7, 491, 587) 
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Porter, Thomas 

clerk to the master-worker. Tower, £40 p.a. 

30 Sept. 1689-? (described as ‘late one of the clerks' 
in 1702) 

(PRO. E35 1/2098; AOl/1605/83) 

Prcdditt. Christopher, of St Leonard's, Shoreditch 
(Middx) 

deputy to Isaac Newton 
1696-9 

see also Macy. George 

(PRO, E 351/2073; ^Newson Concspondeme. IV. 
220 ) 

Preston, Abraham 

assists in engraving and sinking dies. 1641/2 and 
1642/3 

(PRO. AO 1/1599/42: AO 1/1670/499) 

Raper, Christopher 

deputy weigher and teller. Norwich, £50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Rawlins. Thomas (born c, 1620, d. 1670) ? goldsmith of 
London 

chief engraver. Tower and elsewhere in England 
and Wales (in effect at Oxford). 7 May 1645, £30 
p.a. 

chief engraver. Tower, £30 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1662-25 Mar. 1670 

(PRO. AO 1/1601/55, E35 1/2065; M, Corbett and 
M. Norton, Engraving in England. Pan ///. The 
Reign of Charier / (Cambridge, 1964), p,273: /VC 
4th ser., 13 (1913). 368-70) 

Ravners, Robert 

weigher, employed by Floyer and Shales at the 

Exchequer 1697 

(PRO. ElOl/620/64 no, 14) 

Redhead, Anthony, pewterer of Londoji 
deputy master-worker, Norwich 
1696-8 

(PRO. E351/2109; Mint 1/8 fo.33; CTP. 1702-7. 
103. 143, 228. 279, 311) 

Rennish. Samuel, of London, gent 
assay-master, Aberystwyth, 30 July 1637, £40 p.a. 
1637-242 

see Barsbee. Walter 
(Boon, p,57) 

Reynell. Thomas 

deputy king's clerk, Exeter, £50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106; CTB. 1700-1. 253) 

Reynolds, Jeremy 

assistant to the assay-master (with his brother, 
John), 3 Mar. 1615, £40 p.a. 


1 Apr. 1615-25 Mar. 1630 

(PRO. E351/2040-53, AOl/1597/23-8. C66/2023 

m.20; CSPD, 1603-10. 373, 560) 

Reynolds, John, goldsmith of London ((/. 1666) 
assistant to the assay-master. Tower, 6 Oct, 1607, 
.£40 p.a. 

24 June 1607-31 Mar. 1615 

assistant to the assay-master (with his brother. 
Jeremy), 3 Mar. 1615, .£40 p.a. 

I Apr, 1615-25 Mar. 1630 

assistant to the assay- master (alone), sometimes 
referred to as deputy assay-master 

25 Mar. 163(E29 Sept. 1665 
clerk. Tower, £20 p.a. 

1 Apr. 1616-24 June 1665 

clerk to the master- worker. Tower, £20 p.a. 

27 Nov. 1626-,30 Nov. 16,32 and 3 Aug. 1635-31 
Dec, 1662 

(PRO, E 351/2032-53, AOl/1597/23-1601/55, C66/ 
2023 m.20, E 351/2087, A01/l628/22(J-1629/234, E 
178/6313; CSPD. 1603-10. 373, 560. 1649-30. 475; 
GH. App. Bk.I, 127; HMC 6th Report. 338h) 

Rivett, Thomas (buried 29 Oct, 1713) 
assistant to the assay-master. Tower 
30 Sept. 1687-1713 
(PRO, E351/2096; Burial Register) 

Robinson, - 

mclter and reliner. Chester 
{CTB, 1697. 271) 

Robinson. Edward, vintner of London 
meiter, 4 Sept. 1680-24 Nov, 1681 
(PRO, Mint 1/3 fos 69, 74, 85) 

Robinson, Francis 
deputy porter, Exeter. £20 p.a, 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Robinson, Richard 

clerk to deputy comptroller, York, .£40 p.a, 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Roettier, James (son of John) d. 1698 
worked with his brother, Norbert, discharging (1) 
his father’s office in the years immediately preced- 
ing the latter's retirement (2) Hen, Harris's office, 
1690-5 

discharged Hen. Harris's office (alone) 1695-Feb. 
1697, £175 p.a. 

for his connection with tin output, sec below 
(Forrer, V. 156; CTP. 1557-1696 . 53; CTB. 
1697-8. 21; New Hhtory of the Royal Mint, chap, 3) 

Roettier. John (1631-1703) 
chief engraver (with his brothers, Joseph and 
Philip), .025 p.a. 
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May !662-r.Feh 1679 

chief engraver (with brother. Philip). £325 p.a. 
c.Feb. 1679-f.Feh.1685 

chief engraver (alone). £325, c.Feb. 1685-30 Sept. 
1689 

for his connection with copper output, see below 
(CSPD, 1 661 -2. 378; New History of the Royal 
Mint. chap. 3; Forrer, V. 161-3) 

Roettier. Joseph (1635-1703) 
chief engraver (with his broilicrs, John and Philip). 
£.325 p.a. 

May 1662-c.Feb. 1679 

for his connection with copper output, see below 
(CSPD, 1661-2. 378; New History of the Royal 
Mint, chap. 3; Forrer. V, 174) 

Roettier. Norbert (.son of John) r/. 1727 
worked with his brother, James, discharging (1) his 
father's office in the years immediately preceding 
the latter's retirement (2) Hen. Harris's office, 
1690-5 

(Forrer. V. 183; CTP, I557-I6W>. 53; New Historv 
of the Royal .Mint, chap. 3) 

Roettier, Philip (1640-1718) 
chief engraver (with his brothers, John and Joseph), 
£325 p.a. 

May l662-f,Feb. 1679 

chief engraver (with brother. John). £325 p.a. 
c.Feb. 1679- <•. Feb. 1685 

for his connection w'ith copper output, see below 
(CSPD. 1661-2. 378; .New History of the Royal 
Mint. chap. 3; Forrer. V. 187) 

Rogers, Ricliard, goldsmith of London 
comptroller. Tower. £66 13s. 4f/. and £13 6s. 8r/. for 
his clerk p.a. 

18 Sept. 1599-20 Sept. 16.36 

.sequestrator (with Sir Win Parkhurst and .And. 

Palmer) for Sir Riintlall Cninlield's oflice of master- 

worker. 13 Jan. 1625-14 Aug, 1626 

for a possible associate in the comptroller's oflice. 

see Win Wood; for his riepulv. see Hen. Coiiaii 

(BNJ 45 (1975). 67; PRO E .351/2().3iM7.'a01.’ 

1597/2.3- 1 599, '35. E .35 1 -'208 1 ) 

Rowe. John 

clerk to deputy warden. Bristol £4(1 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E .351/2106) 

Rowlaiul. Peter 
melter. Tower. £16 p.a. 

I Jan. 1632-31 July 1636 

purvevoi and under-melter, Fower 

1 Aug. 16.36-30 Apr, 1644 

(PRO. AO 1/1 628/220- 1629'2.30. E 189'4.4) 

Runham. Edward 

clerk to Sir Thomas Knyvei. warden. Tower. £2(1 
p.a. 


1603 

(PRO. ElOl/307/2 no.l) 

Rutlinger, John (f/. 1609) 
under-engraver. Tower. £20 then £40 p.a. 

159fS-25 Mar. 1603 (between then and Nov. 1604. 
when Van Landen was appointed, the office was 
discharged by Charles Anthony, the reason being 
that despite Rutlinger being named in the Estab- 
lishment of .30 Aug. 16()3 ’he wilfully absented 
himself from the mint) 
under-engraver, (with John Dicher), £40 p.a. 

25 Mar. r606-.3l Mar. 1609 

(PRO. E 351/203(K3. E l01-'307/2 no.l. SP 14/5 

no. 26; B.NJ 45 (1975). 67) 

St John, John (cl. 1660) 

warden. Tower, £100 and £20 for his clerk p.a. 

24 June 1645-1660 

(PRO. AO 1/1600/4.3; CTR. 1660-7. 2) 

St Leger, Anthony (r/.I685) son of Sir Anthony 
deputy warden 
l(i77-80 

(HMC 79 Lindsev MSS. p.l66; PRO, Mint 1/3 
fo.l2) 

St Leger. Sir Antliony (d. 1680) 
warden (with Sir Wm Parkhurst), Tower. II Feb. 
1629 

25 Mar. 1629-24 Nov. 1642 
16 Apr. 1660-19 Dec. 1666 
w-arden (alone) 

20 Dec. 1666-25 Dec. 1680 

(PRO. AO 1/ 1. 598/28- L599, '42; AO .3, '702; AO 1/ 

1601/5.5-1603/65; CTB. 1660-7. 652) 

Scott. W'illiam 

like Barth. Beale, he was an auditor of the prests 
and was listed as an auditor of the mint in a report 
of 7 1652; there is no evidence in the accounts of his 
beins: paid . 

(CSPD. 1651-2. 226; 1652-3, 69-70. 55.3) 

Segar. Henry 

assistant to weigher and teller. Tower. £40 p.a. 

25 Mar. 168(^-1714. . . . 

(PRO. AO 1 / 1 (4 13,'6S- 1 6( 16/95 ) 

Shales. Charles, goldsmith of London 
assayer anil melter of clipped silver (with Peter 
Flovcr) for master-worker. Tower 
l(i9()-8 

(PRO. L 351 '2 1 04-5 1 
Shales. Philip 

mellei to Sir Isaac Newton 
1702 

(PRO. .Mint I9'l fu.202| 
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Shentoii, George 

weigher, employed by Floyer and Shales at the 

Exchequer 

1697 

(PRO. E 101/620/64 no. 14) 

Sheiiton, William 
mekcr 1677-AiJg, SO 

(HMC 79 Lindsey MSS, p. 170; PRO. Mint 1/3 fos 
32. 69) 

Sheppard, Samuel 
deputy to Master-Worker Neale 
1696 ' 

(PRO. Mint 1/6 fo,20) 

Silvester, Edward 
smith. Tower, £10 p.a. 

35 Dec. 1673-29 Sept. 1674 

with Mr Smith continued to supply mint with 
ironwork from 1673 to 1678 
(PRO, AO 1/1602/60, Mint 6/36; HMC19 Lindsev 
MSS. p.l7i) 

Silvester, Thomas (buried 15 Jan. 1711) 
smith. Tower. 5 Feh. 1698, £50 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1698-31 Dec. 1710 

(PRO. AO 1/1605/79: E 351/2103-16; Burial 

Register) 

Simon. Thomas, goldsmith of London (4.1665) 
chief engraver (w'ith Edw. Wade), 4 Apr. 1645, £30 
p.a, 

25 Mar, 1645-25 Dec, 1648 
chief engraver (alone) 

25 Dec, 1648-25 Dec, 1662 
chief engraver (with Tbos Rawlins) 

25 Dec. 1662-29 Sept. 1665 

(PRO. AO 1/1600/43-1601/55: AO 3/702) 

Skiiigley, Jeremiah (4,17 Jan. 1708) 
second clerk to warden. Tower, 6 Dec. 1693, £40 
p.a. 

29 Sept. 1693-17 Jan. 1708 

(PRO. Mint 1/5 fo. 25: E 351/2101-14; CTP, 1557- 

1696, 329; C77J, 1693-6 , 412) 

Slade, Daniel 

deputy assay-master, Exeter, £80 p.a, 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Slingsby. Anthony 

assistant to weigher and teller. Tower, £40 p.a, 

24 June 1679-29 Sept. 1678 
(PRO. AO 1/1602/63) 

Slingsby. fJenry 

described as deputy to M;ister-Worker Freeman, 
May 1662 

master-worker (with Sir Ralph Freeman), Tower, 


30 Dec. 1662, .£500 p.a. 

30 Dec. 1662-1666 

master- worker (alone), £500 p.a. 

20 Dec, 1666-21 July 1680 

suspended from ofliee. which w'as exercised by Sir 
John Buekworth (subsequently replaced by Tlios 
Neale), Chas Dnncombe and Jas Hoare, sen. 

22 July 1680-20 July 1686 
Slingsbv surrendered his patent 20 Apr. 1686 
(PRO.'E .351/2089 and 2090-4; AO 1/1631/244. 
Mint 1/4 fo.31; BL, Additional MSS 31,053 anrl 
34,358 fo.23) 


Smith, Samuel 

deputy engraver, York, £40 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO, E .351/2106) 

Smith. William 
smith 

1672-8 

(HMC 79 Lindsey MSS, p.l71: PRO, Mint 6/36) 
Spicer, Edw'ard 

deputy w'cigher and teller, E.xeter, £50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 

(PRO. E 351/2106; CTB. 1700-1. 253) 

Stafford, - 

labourer to Hen, Harris, Hr. p.wk, 1697 
(B.L. Additional MS 18,757 fo.40) 

Stanley, Henry 

auditor (with Sir Fra, Goston), £20 p.n. 

1 Apr. 1619-24 June 1628 
auditor (with Sir Ralph Freeman) 

24 June 1628-25 Dec. 1631 
auditor (with John WoiTield) 

25 Dec. 1631-25 M;ir, 1644 

(PRO. E 351/2044-7; AO l/)597/2.V 1599/42; AO 
1/1670/499; U. IV, 614-15) 

Stanley, Sir John 

warden, Tow'er, 2 Feb. 1700. .£400 + £40 for his 
clerk p.a, 

25 Dec, 1699-1 May 1708 
(PRO, AOl/1605/81-9) 

Staple)', John 

clerk to wardens. Tower, £20 p.a. 

C.I664 

(PRO. SP 29/109 110.88) 

Swallow. Paul 

clerk of the irons and surveyor of the meltings 
Tower, 4 May 1604, £40 and £i0 for his clerk p.a. 
1591-31 Mar.' I6,34 

(BNJ 45 (1975), 69; CSFD. 1603-10. 105: PRO. 
E351/2030- 47; AO 1/1597/23-1598/32) 
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Swallow, Thomas (r. 15^1-1676) 
clerk of the irons and surveyor of the meltings. 
Tower. £4(1 and £10 for his clerk p.a. 

1 Apr. 1634-24 June 1649 

re-appointed 1660-Nov. 1676. £1 10 p. a. for him and 
his clerk until 25 Mar. 1670, £120 p.a. thereafter 
(PRO. AO i,/l598/33-1599/4(); AO 1/1670/499; AO 
1/1600/43-1601/51; E 178/6313; CTB. /676-9, 93. 
365; PRO. AO 1/1601/55-1602/60; E 351/2065-6) 

Sydenham. John 

deputy to Thos Bushell, Aberystwyth 
(Boon, p.58) 

Symons, William (born c. 1612) 
smith, working for Thos Hodgkins. 1650s 
(PRO. E 178/6313) 

Taylor. William 

warrant for his grant was in respect of the office of 
chief clerk of the mint and clerk assistant to the 
weigher and teller but appears in the accounts as 
follows; 

assistant to weiaher and teller. Tower, £40 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1679-25 Mar. 1686 
clerk to master-worker, £40 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1682-24 June 1684 

(PRO. AO 1/1602/63-8: E .351/2093; New History of 

the Royal Mint. chap. 3) 

Tayte. l.ewis 
smith. Tower, £10 p.a. 

17 July 162.3-1641/2, when siicc. hv John Martin 
(PRO. AO 1/1597/23-1599/42) 

Tewley. Michael 

deputy kine's clerk. York. £50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 

(PRO. E 351/2106; CTB. 1700-1. 253) 

Tlamipson, Edward, alderman ol York 
deputy master-worker. York 
l69(>-8 

(PRO. E ,351/2106; CTB. I(>07-~S. 108) 

Turner. Cieorge. gent 

assay-master (with .And. Palmer), Tower. £66 1.3.v. 
4(/ and £10 for his clerk p.a. 

25 Mar. 1622-25 Mar. 16.34 

(PRO. E 351/2047; AO I T. 597/2.3- 1598/.32) 

Tweedy. Henry 

warden. Tower, 7 Feb. 1621. £100 and £20 for his 
clerk p.a. 

5 Feb. 1621-24 June 1623 
(PRO. E .35l/2()4fv-7) 

Tyson, Cieorge (r/. 1608) 

in 160.3 he claimed that he had scr\ed in the mint 
since the first year ol ErlwaK.! \T (1547'8) 
sinker of coining dies. Tower. £20 p.a. 


c.1576-1608 (will proved 4 Oct.) 

{BN'J 45 (1975), 70; PRO. SP 46/61 fo.5l; Prob. 
11/117; E 351/20.30-3) 

Tyson, John (son of George) 
sinker ofcoining dies. Tower. 11 Dec. 1607, £20 p.a. 
succ. George 1608-31 Mar. 1612, thereafter the post 
was assigned to Giles Brattle 
{C.SPD. 1603-10. m-, PRO. E .351/203.3-6) 

Vanderdort, Abraham 

maker of patterns from which puncheons could be 

made of the royal effigy 

1625-6 

{CSPD. 1625-6. 11. .32, 63, 78, 159, 216) 

Van Lauden. John Baptist 
under-engraver. Tower. £40 p.a. 

Nov. 1604-25 Mar. 1606 
(PRO. E 351/2030-1) 

Villiers. Sir Edward (r/. 1626) 
master-worker. Tower. 23 Dec. 1617 
1617-1622 

sequestrator (with Ric. Rogers. And. Palmer and 
Sir Wm Parkhurst) for Sir Randall Cranlield's office 
of master-worker. 13 Jan 1625-14 Aug. 1626 
warden (with .Sir Wm Parkhurst). Tower. 12 July 
1623. £10(,) and £20 for their clerk p.a. 

17 July I62.V1 Sept. 1626 

(PRO. C66/2136. AO 1/1 597/2,3-6; TlNB) 

Vyner. Sir Edward 

meltcr (with Edw. Backwcll) of booty brought m by 
Gen. Montague. 1656 

receiver (with Fran Meynell and Edw. Backwcll) of 
the 'harp and cross' money demonetised in 1661 
(CSPD. 1656-7. .37. 89 -90. 107-8.317. 143. 147-8: 
New History of the Royal .Mint. chap. .3) 

V'yvyan. Sir Richard 
|warden/mastcr-worker|. Truro 
c.Nov, 1 642-c.Sepl. 1643 
[warden/master-worker|. Exeter 
.Sept. 164.3— f. Apr. 1646 
(/VC 5th ser. 8 (1928). 216fr) 

Wade. Edward 

chief engraver (with Thos Simon) £.30 p.a. 

25 Mar. 164.5-25 Dec. 1648 
(PRO, AO 1/160(1/43-1601 '51) 

Wade. .Samuel 
clerk. Exeter. £25 p.a. 

24 June 169(>-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 35 1/2 1 06) 

Wallord. Samuel, ol l.onduii 
depulv master-worker. Exeter 
l69()-8 

(PRO. I: 351.'2I()8; Mint T8 lo.2l ; Tl,'48 no .52) 
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Wallis, John, goldsmiUi of London 
weigher and teller. Tower, O,"! 6s. Sd. and £i0 for 
his clerk p.a, 

1661-24 June 166S 

(CSPD. 1660-1. 595; PRO. AO 1/1601/55) 

Walter, Charles 

deputy king's clerk, Bristol. .£50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept, 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106: CTB. 1700-1. 253) 

Wardner, John 

smith. Tower, paid piece rates by master-worker 
1629-30 

(PRO. AO 1/1628/220) 

Warrington, Edmund 
deputy porter, York, £20 p.a. 

1696-8 

(PRO, Tl/48 no.52) 

Webb. Edward 

deputy porter, Chester, £20 p.a, 

1696-2S 

(PRO. Tl/48 110,52) 

Weddall (Weddell), Robert 
deputy warden, Chester, £120 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 

additional clerk or deputy to warden to assist with 
prosecuting clippers. Tower. £60 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1699-1711 

for his connection with tin output, see below 
(PRO. E 351/2073, 2103, 2106; AO 1/1605/81-8; 
Mint 1/8 fo.ll4; CTP, 1702-7. .347: CTB. 1713. 
147) 

Wells, - 

deputy to Jas Hoare, sen. to inspect the melting 
house during the Great Recoinage 
{NeMoi! Correspondence. IV, 309) 

Wharton. Philip (son of Sir Thomas) d. 1685 
warden (with Sir Thomas Wharton), Tower, 5 July 
1661 , £390 p.a. plus £40 incr. since death of under- 
graver, plus £10 incr. since death of smith, making in 
all £440, 

25 Dec. 1680-30 Oct. 1684 

warden (alone), Tower 

30 Oct. 1684-23 Feb, 1685 

(PRO. E 351/2067-8; CSPD, 1661-2. 21. 50) 

Wharton, Sir Thomas (c. 1615-84) 
warden (with his son, Philip), Tower, 5 July 1661 , 
£390 p.a., plus £40 incr, since death of under-graver, 
plus £10 incr. since death of smith, making in all 
£440 

25 Dec. 1680-30 Oct. 1684 
(PRO. E35 1/2067-8: CSPD, 1661-2. 50; B.D. Hen- 
ning, The House of Commons, 1660-1690 (1983), 
III, 700-1) 


White, Henry 
potmaker. Tower 
C.1627 

(CSPD. 1027-5, 114) 

Whitlield, Lawrence 
porter. Tower, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar, 1603-31 Mar. 1612 
(PRO. E .351/203(^6) 

Wild, Robert 

auditor (with Barth. Beale). £20 p.a. 

24 June [67(F25 Dee, 1671) 

(PRO, E 351/2065) 

Williams, Francis 

deputy assav-master. Tower, £40 p.a. 

1589-24 June 1603 

(BNJ 45 (1975). 71: PRO. E 351/2030) 

Williams, John (alias Cherry lick hum) 
porter. Aberystwyth. 30 July 1637, £10 p.a, 

1637 

(Boon, p.57) 

Williams. Thomas 
servant to the me I ter. Tower 
1684 

(CTB. 1681-5. 1067) 

William.s, Thomas 

clerk to master-worker, Chester, £40 p.a, 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO, E 351/2106) 

Williams, - 

smith to Hen. Harris, L5,v. p.wk, 1697 
(BL, Additional MS 18.757 fo,40) 

Williams, Walter 

assay-master (with father). Tower, 7/8 Feb. 1583, 
£66 13.r, Ad. and £10 for his clerk p.a, 

1583-25 Dec, 1586 
assay-master (alone). Tower 

25 Dec. 1586-35 Mar, 1605 
assay-master (with And. Palmer), Tower 
25 Mar. 1605-31 Mar. 1620 

[BNJ 45 (1975), 71; PRO. E 351/20,30-M4) 

Williamson, Robert, goldsmith of York 
overseer of meltings, York 
1697 

(CJ XL 700-1} 

Wilson, Joseph 

deputy weigher, Bristol, ,£50 p.a. 

1696-8 

(PRO, Tl/48 no,52) 

Wivell, Francis 
deputy master-worker, York 
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Wollaston, Sir John, goldsmith of London ((/.1(>58) 
molter. Tower 
27 Nov- 1626-3 1 May 1653 
(GIF App. Bk. I. 141; PRO. AO 1/1628/220-26. 
AO 1/1 629/228-34 . E 1 78/63 1 3 ) 

Wood. James 

said to be bookkeeper (with John Reynolds) in a 
report on the mint in V 1652. but noeviclence in the 
accounts of his beinu paid 
{CSPD. 1652-3, 69-70) 

Wt>od. John 

auditor (with Barth. Beale). £20 p.a. 

166.V24 June 1670 

(PRO. AO 1/1601-55, E 351/2065) 

Wood. William 

named in the commission of I Apr. 1625 as being 
comptroller (with Ric. Rogers) but is never included 
in the mint’s lists of officers receiving salaries 
(PRO. C66/235I m. 2d. printed in Faetk'iv, XVIII. 
6 ) 

Woodnoth. Benjamin 
deputy comptroller, Bristol, £100 p.a. 

24 June 1696-29 Sept. 1698 

(PRO. E .351/2106; CTB. 1700-1. 2.53) 

Woodward. John (t/. 1665) 
assay-master. Tower £66 I3.v. Ad. ami £10 for his 
clerk p.a. 

I600-July 1665 

John exercised this oKice in the iibsence of his 
father. Thomas, who remained abroad on a plan- 
tation on York river, Virginia. Although the mint 
was authorised in 1665 to allow Charles Gifford to 
succeed John Wooilwartl. in 1606 Gilford obtained 
iinolher grant elsewhere, leaving the way clear for 
John Brattle to become ;issav-niastcr 
(PRO. Mint 1.-4 fos 3, .59-61)’; CSPD, 1664-5. 474. 
491. .503; CSPD. 1665-6. 406; CSPD. 1667-S. 626; 
CSPD. l66,S-9. 82; PRO. C 205/13 no. 5. AO 
T' 160 1/55) 

Woodward. Thomas 

mentioned in connection with the iissay-master’s 
post at the Restoration, but never recorded in the 
mint accounts as having actually exercised it. See 
previous entry 

Worlield. John 

auditor (with Hen. Stanley). £20 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1631-24 June 1643 

(PRO. AO 1/1.598/30-1.599/42. AO .3/702. AO T 
1670,499) 


warden. Tower. 13 Oct 1686. £440 p.ti. 

29 Sept. 1686-1 Feb. 1690 (when grant revoked) 
(PRO. E .351/2069-71; CTB. I6H0-02. 486) 

Yates. Robert 

deputy master-worker, Bristol 
1698 ’ 

(see How, Alex.) 

(CTB. 1697-8, 108; PRO. E .351/2190) 

Yaxlee. Flenry 

deputy surveyor, Norwich. £50 p.a. 

24 June 1696-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Young. John 

deputy engraver, Norwich. £40 p.a. 

24 June l69(>-24 June 1698 
(PRO. E 351/2106) 

Moneyers, Labourers and Engineers 

Abbott, John 
moneyers’ labourer. 1696 
{Bi\J 27 (1952-4). 208) 

Adamson, Thomas 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(Z?A'./27 (1952-M). 208) 

.Adamson. William 
monevers’ liibourer, 1696 
{BNj'n (19.52-4). 208) 

Addams. Peter 

smith working for Robert Colborne. 1678-80 
(PRO. Mint 1/3 fo.b4) 

Adkins. Thomas 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 

(PRO. T I/.38; BNJ 27 (1952 4). 208 mistakenly 
gives the name as Atkins) 

Aires. Edward 
labourer, 1653 
(.4/(.vurr of (he Moniers) 

Allder. Robert 
apprentice mttneyer. c. 1698 
(PRO. .Mint 19/1’ 110.268) 

/Amerchen, Thomas 
monever. 1651 
(PRO. SP 18/15 no, 69) 

Amlerkin, Philip 
labourer. 1653 
(/U/.viiw of the Moniers) 

Anderson. Thomas 
monever 165.3-( . U>85 


Wynne, Owen 
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provost of moneyers. and engineer, £200 p.a. 

1685-3 Feb. 1691 

provost of moneyers 

25 Mar. 1691-25^ Mar. 1694 

(PRO. E 351/2098-2101; AO 1/1604/76; E 112/588 

no. 8; Answer of the Moniers: Mint Report IS49, 

P-54) 

Apps, Robert 
moneyer, 1672^ 

(PRO, E 351/2122-3) 

Apps, Pliilip 
moneyer, 1685 
(PRO. E 112/588 no. 8) 

Arnold, Richard 

moneyer, Aberystwyth, 1639. shared £100 p,a, with 
two other moneyers - see Corbet. John; Suich. 
Henry 

described as 'of the Mint’, presumablv at the Tower, 
1644 

(Boon, p.59; Cal. of the Committee for Advance of 
Money, 1642-56, p.360) 

Aron, Thomas 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BN} 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Ashton, William 

labourer at Norwich during the Great Recoinage 
(BE, Additional MS 18,084 fo.l92) 

Aspe, Robert 
moneyer. 1653 
{Answer of the Moniers) 

Atkins - see Adkins, Thomas 

Atkins, William 
labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Baker, Edward 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(5^7 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Raker, Moses 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
sent to Norwich during the Great Recoinage 
{BN} 27 (1952-M), 208; BE. Additional MS 18.084 
fo,192) 

Baldwin, John 
moneyer, 1637 


Ballard, John 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
{BN} 27 (1952-A), 208) 

Bayley, Thomas 

labourer at Nonvich during the Great Recoinage 
(BE. Additional MS 18,084 fo.l92) 

Bedford, Walter 

labourer at Norwich during the Great Recoinage 
(BE. Additional MS 18,084 fo.l92) 

Benett. Edward 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-M). 208) 

Bentield, Daniel 
monever. 1637-53 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no. 60; SP 18/15 no,69; Aiuwer of 
the Mott let s) 

Benlield, Gabriel, of Stepney (Midds) 
moneyer, 1653-9 

{Answer of the Moniers: Middlesex Cotinty Records, 
in. edited by J.C, Jeaffreson (1888). pp. 276-7.) 

Benlield, John 
fl. 1614/15-53 

possibly joint provost. 1640-53 (see Simon Corbet) 
(GL,9171/22 fo.389; PRO. A01/1628/22fi-1629/ 
234, SP 16/374 no,60) 

Bendy. William 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(5W 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Bernald, James 
labourer, 1653 
{Answer of the Moniers) 

Bett, John 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BN} 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Betts, Francis 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BN} 27 (1952^), 207) 

Bickerton, Edward 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
{BN} 27 (1952-4). 208) 

Bincks. Edward 
moneyers’ labourer. 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 


(PRO. SP 16/374 no.60) Blaygrave, William 

labourer, 1653 

Baldwin, Robert {Answer of the A7o/Ji'er.v) 

labourer, 1653 

[An.twer of the Monier.s) Blessett. Richard 
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moneycn>' labourer. 16% 

[BNJ 27 (l%2-4). 2(18) 

Blondcau. Peter (r/. 1672) 
engineer. Tower. £10(1 p.a. 

26\far. 165(>-I658 

engineer. Tower. £l()() p.a. + .7(/./lb on silver coin 

and 12t/./ib on stold coin, for 21 years 

1662-72 

(CSPD, 1656-7, 106. 11.V14; J66/-2. 575. 522: 
PRO. Prob. I IlTW Io.20(I) 

Blunt. Thonuis 
labourer. 1653 
(An.sn'cr of the Monierx) 

Boone, James 
moneyer. I(i33 
(,'1/t.vM'er of the Monien) 

Borne. Thomas 
moncvers' labourer, 16% 

{BNj'n (1952-4), 208) 

Borrington, George 
moncvers' labourer. 1696 
[BSj'n (1952-4). 208) 

Boyston. Anthony 
moncvers' labourer, 1696 
(fiA7 27 (1952-4). 208) 

Braim. John (sen. ) 
moneyer, 1685; 1692—3 
provost of moncvers 
25 Mar. 1()9-1-1714. . . . 
engineer 'or marker of moneys', £100 p.a. 
169(>-17I4. ... 

(PRO. E 351/2104-2120; L;112/.588 no.8; E.351.' 
2100 - 1 ) 

Braint. John ( jun.) son of J Brainl. sen. 
apprentice moneyer. c. 1(>98 
(PRO, Mint 19/1 no. 268) 

Bridgman. William 
moncvers' labourer. 1696 
(/J/\7 27 (19.52-4), 208) 

Brook. Richard 
monever. 1637 
(PRO. SP 16/374 no. 60) 

Brooke (Brookes), Thomas (sen.) 
moneyer. 1637-53 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no. 60; SP 18/15 no. 69; Answer of 
the Moniers) 

Brooke (Brooks). Thomas (jun.) 
moneyer. 1653 
{Answer of the Moniers) 


Brown. Giindry 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(fi,Vy 27 (19.52-4). 208) 

Brown. William 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(B,\'J'27 (1952-4). 208) 

Browne. Thomas 
labourer. 1653 
[Answer of the Moniers) 

Bud. Daniel 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
(fi.\7'27 (1953-J). 208) 

Butterfield. Francis 
moncvers' labourer. 1696 
(«,V7 27 (19,52-4). 208) 

Bulterlield, John 
moneyer, 1637-53 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no. 60; SP 18.''15 no, 69; Answer of 
the Moniers) 

Casteele. Peter. - see La Castill 

Cave. Francis 
labourer. 1653 
[Answer of the Moniers) 

Cave. Robert 
labourer. 1653 
(4/;.viir/' of the Moniers) 

Chalkhill. William 
moneyers' labourer. Tower. 1696 
moneyer. Exeter, l69(>-8 
moneyer. rower, c. 1698 

[B,\j'27 [ 19.52-4). 208; J. Andrews. W. Elston ami 
N. Shiel. Exeter Coinage (Exeter. 1980). p.24; BL. 
Additional MS 18,084 fo. 192; PRO. Mint 19/1 
no. 268) 

Churchill, John 

labourer at Chester during the Great Recomace 
(BL. Additional MS 18.084 fo.l92| 

Clay. James 
moneyer, 1637-53 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no, 60; .4/l.vnr/' o/ the Moniers) 

Cletherw'dl. Richard 
liibottrer. 1653 
[Answer of the Moniers) 

Clarke. David 
monevers' labouicr. 1696 
[BNj'27 (1952-4). 208) 

Clarke, rhomas 
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moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
{BNJ 21 (1952-3), 208) 

Clayton, Edward 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{Bmn (19,52-3), 208) 

Cocks, Ricliai'd 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
[BNill (1952-4), 208) 

Cocks, Thomas 

labourer at Bristol during the Great Recoinage 
(BE, Additional MS 18,084 fo,192) 

Colborne, John (rf, 1679) 
engineer. Tower, £100 p.a. 

Mar. 1672-Nov. 1679 

(PRO. Prob. 11/338 fo.20(J and 11/361) 

Colborne, Robert (brother of John) 
moneyer or engineer. Tower, £100 p.a, 

Nov. 1679-85 

(PRO, Prob. i 1/361 : E 1 12/588 no.S; CTB, 1685-9. 
750) 

Coleman (Coilnian), Andrew 
moneyer, 1637-53 

(PRO, SP 16/374 110,60. SP 18/15 no, 69; An.mer of 
ihe Monier.'i) 

Co I lard, George 
moneyer, 1651-3 

(PRO. SP 18/15 110.69; An.wer of the Moniers) 

Collard, Henry 
moneyer, 1637 
(PRO. SP 16/374 no. 60) 

Collard, John 
moneyer, 1637 
(PRO. SP 16/374 no.60) 

Collard. Richard 1 
moneyer, 1653 
(An.m’er of the Maulers) 

Collard, Richard II 
moneyer, 168,5-c.l69S 

(PRO'. E112/588 no, 8; E351/2100, Mint 19/1 
no. 268) 

Collard. Richard 111 
apprentice moneyer, £.1698 
moneyer by 1707, when he was sent to the 
Edinburgh mint to assist in the Scottish recoinage 
(PRO. Mint 19/1 no. 268; CTP, 1702-7. 519, CTB, 
1706-7. 354. 170S. 185) 

Collumer, Thomas 
labourer, 1653 
(A/)jniw oj the Maulers) 


Colvine (Coivyn), Edward, of Walthamstow (Esser;) 
(£/.1610) 

moneyer, 1576-1610 

(SW 45 (1975), 73: GL.9171/2I fo,267v) 

Collens. Richard 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
{BNj'll (1952-4), 208) 

Constable, Frances 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
{BNJ 21 (19,52-4), 208) 

Cooke, John 

monevers' labourer, 1696 
{BNj'll (1952-3), 208) 

Cooke, Robert 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
{BNJ^ll (1952-4). 208) 

Corbet, Garnet 
moneyer, 16,53 
(/Ijwtt'e'r of the Moniers) 

Corbet, John 

moneyer. Aberystwyth, 1640, shared tlOOp.a. with 
two other moneyers. see Arnold, Richard: Stitch, 
Henry 

moneyer. Tower, 1650-3 

(pro', SP 18/15 no, 69; CSPD. 1651-2. 238; Answer 
of the Moniers-. Boon, pp.59, 180, 223) 

Corbet, Simon 
1637-53 

referred to as provost in 1637, 1639-40, 1645 and 
1651-3; however, he received payment on behalf of 
the company first with Thus Thornton (1637-9) 
and then with John Benfield (1640-53), which may 
imply that the provostship was jointly exercised at 
times. 

(PRO, A01/1628/22,V1629/234; Privy CoioKil 
Register. 1637-S. 406; CSPD, 1651, 487) 

Corbet. Simon (jun.) 
moneyer, 1653 
{Answer of the Moniers) 

Cornewe. Thomas, of Walthamstow (Essex) 
(£/. 1607/8) 

monever, 1595-1607/8 

(eA'y'45 (1975). 73; GL.9171/21 fo,4v) 

Danse, Edward 
monever, 1637 
(PRO. SP 16/374 no.60) 

Darby, Edward 
labourer, 1653 
(Ans'ii'cr of the Moniers) 
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Daveaiix. - 

a servant of Briot, ? for whom he made working 
tools 

-see also, Le Rov, Pingart. D. Ramage 
(I’RO, Mint 1/4 ro.32) 

Dawson, Edward 
moneyer. 1653 
(A/i.vii'w of llie Moniers) 

Dawson. William 
moneyer, 1637-53 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no. 60; Answer of the Moniers) 

De Caux. Isaac 

Blondeau bequeathed his patent and working tools 
jointly to him and John Colborne. Only Colborne is 
subsequently mentioned in the accounts, however. 
A "Mr Decoe' worked for Robert Colborne. 
1679/80. 

(PRO. Proh. 1 1/3-38 fo.200. Mint 1/3 fo.64) 

Dell, George 

labourer at Chester during the Great Recoinage 
(BL. Additional MS 18,084 fo.l92) 

Denham. Anthony 
monever, before 1605 
(PRO' Prob. 11/105 36 Hayes) 

Denham. Thomas (r/. 1605) of St Peter ad V'incula 
(Tower of London) 
provost of the moneyers. 1576-1605 
(UNJ 45 (1975). 73; PRO. Prob. 11/105) 

Diniiiiitt, Bartholomew 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNj'n (1952-4). 208) 

Diminitt. Frances 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Doyley, Thomas 
see above under officials 

Drapper, William 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'll (19.52-4). 208) 

Durrani, Richard 
moneyer, 1610 
(GL.9I7I/2I fo.267v) 

East. William 
labourer. 1653 
(/t/i.viirr of the Moniers) 

Edge, John 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
{BNJ 27 (19.52-4). 208) 


Ellet, George 
labourer. 1653 
(A/ii wr of the Moniers) 

Ernes, Thomas 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Farmer, Clement 

labourer at Exeter during the Great Recoinage 
(BL. Additional MS 18.(184 fo.l92) 

Farrow. Ellice 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BA7 '27 (1952-4). 208) 

Fearn, George 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(S/\7'27 (1952^). 208) 

Field, John 
labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Ficher. Luke 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-t). 208) 

Finch, Robert 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer oj the Moniers) 

Floyd. Hugh 

monevers' labourer, 1696 
(S;V./ '27 (1952-4). 208) 

Floyd. Thomas 
labourer. 16.53 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Fortune, Robert 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNJ'27 (1952-4), 208) 

Francks, William 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Freeman. Edward 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(B.V/ '27 (1952-4). 208) 

Freeman. Henry 
labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Freeman. .Samuel 
labourer. 1653 
(/Wrvii fr of the Maniets) 

Freman. John 
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monevers' labourer, 1696 
{BNJ'll (1952-4), 208) 

Freinan, Thomas 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
[BNj'll (1952-4). 208) 

Fulham, Thomas 
labourer, 1653 
(A/rvu'Cr of ihe Mouiffrs) 

Fuller, Robert (r/. 1605/6). of Si Peter ad Vincula 
moneye r. 1576-1605/6 

(^;V7'45 (1975). 74; PRO. Prob. 11/107, 3 Stafforde) 

Gable. John 
labourer, 1653 
(Ani'ifcr of the Moniers) 

Gannell. William 
moneyer, 1637 
(pro'. SP 16/374 no, 60) 

Garnelt, Michael (tM665) 
fl, 1636-65 

received (with John Perrey) payments on behalf of 
the company 1636-7 which may indicate that he was 
joint provost at that time; certainly provost at tiie 
time of his death 

{PRO, AOI/1628/222: SP 16/374 no. 60; GL. 
9174/10) 

Garnett, Michael 
inonever, 1685-92/3 
(PRO. E 112/588 no,8; E 351/2100) 

Garnett, Richard 
monever, 1610 
(CL, 9171/21 fo.267v) 

Garnett, Thomas 
monever, 1611-60 

(GL. 9171/21 fo.383v; PRO. SP 16/374 no, 60, SP 
18/15 no. 69, E351/2087; Answer of the Moniers) 

Garnett, William, of Walthamstow (Essex) ((7,1617) 
monever, 1611-17 

(GL, 9171/21 fo.383v-, and 9171/23 fo,206) 

Garnett, William 
mtjnever, 1637 
(PRO. SP 16/374 no. 60) 

Gascoign, Robert 
moneyer. 1653-80 

(Answer of ihe Moniers-. PRO. E 351/2122-4; Mint 
1/3 fo.53) 

Gascoigne, Thomas 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4). 208) 


Gascoigne, William 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ21 (1952^), 208) 

Godfrey. Henry 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNj'll (1952-4), 208) 

Gore. William 

monevers' labourer, 1696 
(B(Vy'27 (1952-4), 208) 

Grant. Mungo 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
(8N.I 21 (1952-4), 208) 

Graves, Robert 
moneyer, 1653 
(/las'itrr of the Moniei.s) 

Green. John 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 

sent to Bristol d urine the Great Recoin age 

(5^7 27 (1952^). 208; BE. Acldition;il MS 18,084 

fo.!92) 

Greene, Edward, of Tottenham (Middx) ((/.1645) 
nioneyer, 1643-5 

(Cdl. of Commiuee far Advance of Mone\, 1642-56. 
p.L36) 

Greene. William, of Hackney (Middx) (r/, 1618) 
moneyer, 1596-1618 

{BN.I 45 (1975). 74: GL. 9171/23 fo.l23) 

Grey. John 

labourer at Bristol duriim the Great Recoinage 
(BE. Additional MS 18,084 fo. 192) 

Gunn, William 
labourer, 1653 
(An.swer of ihe Moiuer\) 

Hales, Thomas 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BN/II (1952^). 208) 

Haley, Henry 

apprentice moneyer, r. 1698 
moneyer, 1707-14. . . 

in 1707 he was sent to the Edinburgh mint to assist in 
the Scottish recoinage 

(CTP. 1702-7. 519; CTB, 1706-7. 354; PRO. Mint 
19/1 no. 268) 

Hall, John 

moneyers' labourer. 1696 

this name appears twice in this list 

(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Hall. William 
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labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Hammond, Thomas, of Walihamsiow (Essex) 
(f/.I61J) 

monever. before 1611 
(GL. 9171/21 fo.383v) 

Harding, Matthias 
monever, 1685 
(PRO. E 112/588 no.8) 

Harding, William 
moneyers’ labourer. 1696 
{BNJ21 (1952^). 208) 

Harris, Joseph 
monevcrs' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'n (1952^). 208) 

Harris, Nicholas 
moneyer. 1637-53 
provost, 1669-80 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no.60; E 351/2122-4; Mint 1/3 
fo.53; Answer of the Moniers; Mint Report 1849, 

p.61) 

Harris, William 

labourer at York during the Great Recoinaae 
(BL. Additional MS 18,084 fo 192) 

I larnson, John 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BNJ 27 (1952-1). 208) 

Hauton (Hawten), Stephen 
moneyer. 1637-53 

(PRO. SP I6/.374 no. 60: Answer of the Moniers) 

Hazelwood, William 
labourer, 1653 
(/l/JAit w of the Moniers) 

Hendle, William 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-3), 208) 

Heward, Edward 
moneyer, 1651-3 

(PRO. SP 18/15 no. 69; Answer of the Moniers) 

Heyley. Peter, of Tottenham (Middx) (r/. 1604/5) 
monever. 1585-1604/5 
(BNJ'aS (1975). 74; GL, 9171.''2() fo.97v) 

Hill. John 
moneyer. I692-C.8 

monever at Bristol durina Great Reeoinage 
(PRO'. E ,351/2100; Mint 19/1 no. 268; BL. 
Ailditiontil M.S I8.t)84 fo.l92) 


Hill, Roger 

moneyers; labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-3), 208) 

Hoare, Daniel 
apprentice moneyer, c.1698 
apprentice moneyer at Exeter during Great 
Reeoinage 

(PRO. Mint 19/1 no. 268; BL. Additional MS 18.084 
fo.l92) 

Hodgkins, Edward 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952^), 208) 

Hopkins. Richard 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Hopper, George 

moneyer at Bristol during Great Reeoinage 
moneyer, c.1698 

(PRO. Mint 19/1 no.268; BL. Additional MS 18.084 
fo.l92) 

Hornol, Benjamin 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ'27 (1952-4). 208) 

* 

Horton. Thomas 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Howell, James 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 

(PRO. T 1/.38; BNJ 27 (1952-4). 208 mistakenly 
gives the names as Jowell) 

Hublyn. Richard 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(Z?,V/ '27 (1952-4). 208) 

Hunt. Abraham 
moneyer. 1651-3 

(PRO. SP 18/15 no. 69; .4/(.vivt'r of the Moniers) 

Hunt, Robert (</. 1643) 
moneyer. Aberystwyth 

moneyer. Oxford, before 1643 (described as mint- 
master) 

(Boon, p 59) 

Hunt. Samuel 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'27 (1952-4). 208) 

Hunt. Thomas 
monever, l(r80-5 

(PRO*. E I l2.'5SK 110.8, Mint l.'3 fo..53) 

I lunt. Thomas 
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monevers' labourer, 1696 
{BNj'n (1952^), 208) 

Hution, Richard 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BN/h (1952-4), 208) 

Hyde, Clement 
moiieyers' labourer, 1696 
sent to York during the Great Recoinage 
{BNJ 27 (1952^), 208; BL, Additional MS 18,084, 
fo,192) 

Hyde, Thomas 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
sent to Norwich during the Great Recoinage 
{BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208L BL, Additional MS 18,084 
fo.!92) 

Idle, Jeremy 

nioiieyers’ labourer, 1696 

(PRO. T 1/3S; BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208 mistakenly 
gives the name as Pole) 

Ines, Joseph 

monevers' labourer, 1696 

(PRO'. T l/,38, BNJ 27 0952^), 208 

mistakenly gives the name as Jones) 

Isiy, Francis 

labourer at Chester during the Great Recoinage 
(BL. Additional MS 18.084 fo.l92) 

Jackson, John 

monevers’ labourer, 1696 
{BNj'll (1952^), 208) 

Johnson, John 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BNJ 27 (1952^). 208) 

Johnson, Richard 
moneyer, 1650-3 

(pro'. SP 18/15 no, 69; CSPD, 1651-2. 238'. Answer 
of ibe Moniers) 

Jones, Edward 
labourer, 1653 
{An.'iwcr of ibe Monien) 

Jones, John 

moneyers’ labourer, 1696 

this name appears tw'ice on this list 

(BNJ 27 (1952^), 208) 

Jones. Joseph, - see Ines 

Jones. Rise 

moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952^), 20S) 


Jones. Thomas 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'll (1952^). 208) 

Jones, William 

hibourer at Norwich during the Great Recoinage 
(Bl,. Additional MS 18.084 to. 192) 

Jowell - see Howell, James 

Justus, John 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{DNj'21 (1952- ,3), 208) 

Kemp. Thomas 
moneyer. 1696-C.8 

moneyer at York during Great Recoinage 
(PRO. E 351/2106; Mint 19/1 no. 268; BL, 
Additional MS 18,084 fo.l92) 

King, Robert 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952^), 208) 

King, Thomas 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 21 (1952^), 208) 

Kinge, John 
moneyer. 1637-44 

(PRO. SP 16/,374 no. 60; Ccd. of ihe Connnitiec for 
Advance of Money, 1642-56. p.l36) 

Kirkman, Henry 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 

La Castill (Casteele), Peter 
employed by Blondeau in edge-marking and 
bequeathed £20 p.a. by him, 
smith, working for Robt Colborne. 1679-80 
(PRO, Prob 11/338 fo,20(): Mint 1/3 fo.64) 

Lancashire, Robert 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ'27 (1952^), 208) 

Lane, William 

labourer at Norwich during the Great Reeoinage 
(BL, Additional MS 18,084 fo.l92) 

Langly, John 
labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Lawrence, George (nephew of Chris. Pate) 

163.5-7 

received payments on behalf of the company 
1635-6, which may indicate that lie was provost at 
that time 

(PRO, A01/1628/22L SP 16/374 no. 60, Prob. 
11/129, 13 Weldon. ElOl/305/8 no.l) 
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Ledger. John 
nioiievers' labourer, lb9(i 
(DNj'n (1952^). 208) 

Lee, Edward 
nionevers' labourer. 16% 

(BNj'll (1952-4), 208) 

Lee, Henry 

nioneycrs’ labourer. 1696 
(BNJ 27 ( 1952-1). 208) 

Lee. Joseph 

moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ (1952-4). 208) 

Lcniion (Leutlon). Thomas 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'll (19,52-4). 208) 

Le Roy. - 

a servant of Briot. for whom he made worlcing 
tools 

- see also Daveatix. Pimtart. D. Ramace 
(PRO. Mint 1/4 fo.32) 

Lewis. Henry 
monever, 16.37-5.3 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no.60. SP 18/15 no, 109. SP 18/16 
no. 87; A/f.vnr/' of iht; Moniers) 

Loe. John 

nionevers' labourer. 1696 
(/W7 *27 (1952-1). 208) 

Looker. Henry 
monever. c. 1698 
(PRO, Mint 19/1 110,268) 

Looker . James 
nionevers' labourer. 1696 
(R/Vy 27 (1952-4). 208) 

Luear. Janies 

smith workiim for Robert C'olborne. 1679-80 
(PRO. Mint 1/3 to.64) 

Lueke, John 
labourer. 1653 
(A/i.vn er of the Moniers) 

Ludlow. William 
labourer. 1653 
(/I //.va ry of the Moniers) 

Lyon. Daniel 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BNU 27 ( 1952-1). 208) 

Marsh, John 

nionevers' labourer, 1696 
(fl,V7 27 (1952-3). 208) 


18.5 

Marsh. Nathaniel (r/.1669), of the Tower ol London 
inoneyer. 1653-69 

(PRO. Prob. I I/.331; /l/r.viie;- of the Moniers) 

Matthews. John 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Mainard, Edward 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BN'J 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Marsh. John 

nionevers' labourer. 1696 
(S,W 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Maynard. Edward 

monever. described in 1644 as liaviim been at 
Oxford 

nioncycr. Tower, 165.3 

(Answer of the Moniers: Cal. for the Com/nittec for 
Compounding 1643-60. pt.Il, p.863) 

Maynard. Edward 
nionevers' labourer. 1696 
(a.'W 27 (1952-4). 208) 

Maynard, Tobias 
monever. 1651-3 

(PRO. SP 18/l/> no. 69; Answer of the Moniers) 

Maynard. William 
monever . 1653 
(.4/i,vri’<y of the Moniers) 

Mellett. John 
nionevers' labourer. 1696 
(BN'j'n (1952-1). 208) 

Merritt. Richard {godson of Chris. Pate) 
monever. 1637 

(PRO. SP 16/.374 no. (4); Prob. 1 1/129, 13 Wehlon) 

Miehell. John 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Moggs. Richttrd 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BN’J 27 (1952-4). 208) 

Mun, William, of Hackney (Middxj (r/, 1610/11) 
monever. 1576-161(1/11 
(BNJ'45 (1975). 75; GL 9171/21 fo..3|7) 

Muriel. Nicholas 
labourer. 165.3 
(/l/i.vrvcr of the Moniers) 

Newman. Charles 

labourer at .Norwich during the Great Recoirrage 
(BL, Additional MS 18.084 lo.l92) 
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Newman, John 
nioneyer, 16S0 
(PRO. Mint 1/3 fo.53) 

Newman, William 
inoncvcr. 1605 

(PRO. Proh, 11/107, 3 Staffords) 

Nichols, John, of East Ham (ff.l707) 
nioneyer, 1680-1707 

(PRO, E 112/588 110,8: Mini 1/3 fo,53; Mint 19/1 
110.268; Essex County Record Oftice. Chelmsford: 
30 ER 29) 

Nichols, Richard (buried 19 Jan. 1669) 
head of the moneyeis. Shrewsbury, Oxford, Bristol. 
1642-6 

moiieyer. Tower, 1651-60 

described as provost 71662 

(PRO. SP 1S/L5 no. 69. E 351/2087: Boon, p.lOO: 

PRO. SP29/448 no. 52: Burial Register) 

Nichols, Thomas, of Hackney (Middx) (<7.1612/13) 
moiieyer, before 1612/13 
(GL, 9171/22 fo,125) 

Nichols (Nickoll). William 
moneyer, 1637-8 

?ihe ‘Mr Niekolls moneyer' buried 20 Sept. 1666 
(PRO. SP 16/374 no, 60; Pfivy Council Register, 
1637-8, 52Q\ Burial Register) 

Nichols (Nicoll), Wiiliarn 
nioneyer. ]692-c'.S 

moneyer at Chester during Great Recoinage 
(PRO, E 351/2100; Muit 19/1 no.26S; BE, 
Additional MS 18,084 fo. 192) 

Nicholson, Valentine 
moneyer, 1637-53 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no, 60, SP 18/15 no. 69: Answer of 
the Mothers) 

Odell. Thomas 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
sent to Exeter during the Great Recoinage 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4). 208; BL. Additional MS 18,084 
fo,192) 

Page, Richard 
moneyers’ labourer. 1696 
( BNJ 21 i mi-A). 208) 

Page, William 
labourer, 1653 
(Anjwer of the Mothers) 

Palmer, Frances 

monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'll (1952-3). 208) 


Paiiter. Thomas 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
{BNJ 27 (1952^), 208) 

Parkhurst, William 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BNJ 27 (19,52-4), 208) 

Pale. Christopher (<:/. 1616). of Stepney (Middx) 
moneyer. 1614-16 

(PRO. Prob. 11/129, 13 Weldon; Middlesex County 
Records, I, 412) 

Patterson, William 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
{BNj'll (1952-4). 208) 

Peacocke. Henry 
labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Pegg, Andrew 

labourer at Bristol during the Great Recoinage 
(BL. Additional MS 18.084 fo.l92) 

Pierson, Thomas 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
{BNj'21 ( 1952-4), 208) 

Pencase, William 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Perrey, John 
//. 16,36-7 

received (with Michael Garnett) payments on 
behalf of the company 1636-7, which may indicate 
that he was joint provost at that time 
(PRO. AOl/1628/222, SP16/374 iio,60) 

Perrey (Perrye), Henry 
moneyer. Tower, 1637 
head moneyer, Abervstwyth. 1640-2 
(PRO, SP 16/374 110,60; Boon. p,59) 

Perrin, Henry 
iiionever, 1637-53 

(PRO'. SP 16/374 no.60. SP 18/15 no. 69: Answer of 
the Moniers) 

Perrin. Thomas, of Wallhamstow (Essex) (r/. 1614) 
nioneyer, before 1614 
(GL. 9171/22 fo,384) 

Pickhaver. Thonias 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ^ll (1952-4). 208) 

Pigg, Thomas 

labourer at York during the Great Recoinage 
(BL. Additional MS IS^.tlSd, fo.l92) 
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Pingarl. - 

a servant of Briot. ?ror whom he made working 
tools 

-see also Daveaiix, Le Rov. D. Raniagc 
(PRO. Mint 1/4 ro.32) 

Pole - see Idle. Jeremv 

Pollard. John 
moncyer. I637-.S3 

(PRO. SP lh/374 no. 60; Answer of the Moiiicrs) 

Pollick, Samuel 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(/?;V./'27 (19.12-4). 2U.S) 

Poo key. John 
labourer. 1653 
{Answer of the Moniers) 

Powell. John 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNj'n (1952-4). 208) 

Powell. Thomas 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(HN/II ( 1952 4). 208) 

Piest. Thomas 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ'21 (1952-4). 208) 

Prince. Joseph 
labourer. 1653 
(/Oi.viee/- of ilic Moniers) 

Pryce. William 
labourer. 1653 
(.■lu.viee/ of the Moniers) 

Purser. Phillip 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
{BMJ'II (1952-4). 208) 

Purvee. William 
monever. 1651 
(PRO. SP 18/15 no, 69) 

Pye. John, of Stepney (Middx) (r/.l608) 
provost of monevers. < .1605-8 
(PRO. Prob, 1 l.'l07; Gl. 9171/21 fo.74) 

Pyeerofte. Thomas 

smith working for Robert C'olborne. 1679 -80 
(PRO. Mint T/3 fo.64) 

Ouicke. Thomas 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
{B\’J 27 (1952-3). 208) 

Rahads. William 


monevers' labourer, l(i96 
{BNj'n (1952-4), 208) 

Ramage. Dtivid (</. 1661). of the Tower of f.ondon 
described by Blondeau in 1650 as an Irish locksmith, 
a former servant ol Bnot for whom he lorged tools 
and marked brass counters 
[See also Daveaux, Le Roy. Pmgari] 

1641/2. makes equipment for mints at York and 
Shrewsbury 

described as a monever from 1650 
1661). authorised by Treasury to continue to pre- 
serve the mills, presses, cutters, and other engines 
used in the Tower mini 

(PRO. AO 1/1599/42. Prob. )l.',306. Mint 1/4 fo 3; 
SP 18/15 no. 69; W.R. Hamilton. 'Blondcau's pro- 
posal for reforming the coinage of FnglaiuT. /VC' 1 
( 1838-9). 165-80; CSPD. /65/-2. J.ts. 7652- 446) 

Ramzy. John 
labourer. 1653 
(/\/i.viver of tl\e Moniers) 

Ranch. John 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
(B/V,/'27 (1952-4), 208) 

Ransford. Ricluud 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(B.\7'27 (19524). 208) 

Ratleife. Robert 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(B.\7'27 (1952-4). 208) 

Rewbub. Stephen 
monevers" labourer. 1696 
{BNJ'n (1952-4), 208) 

Ridgdcn. Anthony 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(/L\7 '27 (19.52-4). 208) 

Rise. James 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
(B.V7 '27 (1952-4). 208) 

Robards, William 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(B.V7 '27 (1952-4). 208) 

Robinson. Daniel, of C'luidwell (E.ssex) (/.I689 
monever. 1653-89 

(.•A/rviicr of ihe Moniers: PRC). C 1 12/588 no. 8; 
Essex County Record Oflice, Chelmsfonl. 233 ER 
25) 

Robinson. Thomas, ^en. (</. 1657). of High Ongar 
( Essex ) 

moneyer. 1637-57 

(PRO. Prob. 1 L'263. SP 16/374 no.60 ; the 
Moniers ) 
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RobinsoiL Thomas, junior 
moneyer, 1653 
(Ans'urr of the Motileis) 

Rogers, Abraham 
moiieyers' labourer. 16% 

{BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Rose, William 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BN/tI (1952^). 208) 

Rowe, Henry 
moneyer, 1637-53 

(PRO. SP 16/374 J 1 O. 60 ; SP 18/15 no. 69; Answet of 
the Monier^) 

Rowland, Joseph 
labourer. 165,3 
(Aui'tver of the Moniei's) 

Russell. George 
moneyer, !692-c,8 

(PRO, E 351/2100, 2073: Mint 19/1 no, 268) 

Russell, John 
moneyer, 1685 
(PRO. E 112/588 no. 8) 

Russell, Thomas 
moneyer, 1653-80 

(Answer of the Moniers; PRO. E 351/2122-3, Mint 
1/3 fo,53)' 

Sanders. Joseph 
moneyer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Sarcher, Richard 

labourer at Exeter during the Great Recoinage 
(BL. Additional MS 18,084 fo.l92) 

Savidge, James 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-M), 208) 

Scarrot. William 

labourer at Norwich during the Great Recoinage 
(BL. Additional MS 18.084 fo.l92) 

Scott, Rowland 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Seabrook. Charles 
monever. 1680 
(PRO. Mint 1/3 fo.53) 

Seabrook. Edward 
moneyer, 1692-C.8 

moneyer at Norwich during Great Recoinage 


(PRO, E 351/2100; Mint 19/1 no,268; BL, 
Additional MS 18,084 fo,I92) 

Seabrook, Thomas 
moneyer, 1674-1707 

This is probably not the career of one man because a 
Tliomas Seabrook was an apprentice moneyer at 
Norwich during the Great Recoinage and is also 
mentioned in ;i document of c. 1698 as an apprentice 
moneyer. In 1707 he was sent to the Edinburgh mint 
to assist in the Scottish recoinuge 
(CTB. 1702- 7, 519, CTB, 1706-7, 354; PRO. E 
351/21 24; Mint 19/1 no. 268; BL. Additional MS 
18,084 fo,192) 

Scares. Robert 
moneyer, 1685 
(PRO. El 12/588 no.S) 

Sedicy, Martin 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 21 (1952-1), 208) 

Selby, Isaac 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ'27 (1952-3). 208) 

Serby, William 
moneyer, 1653 
(Answer of the Monier.s) 

Shambrooke, William 
moneyer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Shaw, Robert 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208) 

Shelley, John 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Sheppard, William 

labourer at Chester during the Great Recoinage 
(BL. Additional MS 18,804 to. 192) 

Shoncke, John 
moneyer, 1637-53 

(PRO, SP 16/374 no. 60, SP 18/15 no,69; Answer of 
the Moniers) 

Skratchly, Simon 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BNj'27 (1952-4), 208) 

Smart, John 

labourer at York during the Great Recoiiiage 
(BL, Additional MS 18.084 fo.l92) 

Smith, James 
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moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
{BN} 21 (1952-4), 208) 

Smiih, John 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 

this name appears twice in this list 

sent to York during the Great Recoinage 

{BNJ 27 (1952^), 208; BL. Additional MS 18.08-1 

to, 192) 

Smith, Joseph 
monevers’ labourer, 1696 
{BNj'll (1952^). 208) 

Smyth, William 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Sothbey, Matthew 
moneyers’ labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (19.52-4). 208) 

Sparks. James 
labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Stable. Robert 
monevers’ labourer. 1696 
(BNJ 21 (1952-4), 208) 

Stcrncll (Sternett). Richard, of Whiicchaplc (Middx) 
moneyer, 165.3-61 

(Answer of the Moniers; Middlesex County Records, 
III, edited by J.C. Jeaffreson (1888). p..311) 

Stephenstm, RichartI 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ 21 (1952-4). 208) 

Sturton. Edward 
moneyer. 1 685-? 1 700 

(PRO. E I l2/.5S8no.8. E351/2100. Mint 19/1 no.26; 
CTB, im-B. 22.3-4) 

Stuart. Charles 

served as an apprentice moneyer at Norw'ich and 
then as a moneyer during Great Recoinage 
(PRO. Mint 'l9/l. fo".208 and no. 268; BL. 
Additional MS 18,084 fo. 192) 

Sutch. Henry 

head-moneyer. Aberystwyth, shared i'lttO p.a. with 

two other moneyers 

Jan. 1639-Apr. 1642 

sec Corbet. John; Arnold. Richard 

(Boon, pp..59. 176-94) 

Sutton. Christopher 
monever, I685-C.98 

(PRO. E 112/.588 no.8. E .351/2100. Mint PF'l 
no.268; CTB. /69.1-6. 224) 


Sutton. Christopher (jun.) 
apprentice moneyer, c.1698. also at York during 
Great Recoinage 

(PRO. Mint 19/1 no.268; BL. Additional M.S 18.084 
lb. 192) 

Sutton. John 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ'21 (19524), 208) 

Sutton. Thomas 
apprentice moneyer. c.1698 
(PRO. Mint 19/1 no.268) 

Swan, WalHier 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'll (19524), 208) 

Tauntery. Thomas 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 21 ( 19524). 208) 

Taverner. George 
moneyer, 1653 
(A/wiier of the Moniers) 

Taverner, John (<•/, 1680), ol Woodlord (Essex) 
moneyer, 165.3-80 

(PRO. Prob, ) 1/.362: Answer of the Moniers) 

Taverner. William (buried 15 Dec. 1679) 
monever, 16,50-79 

(PRO. SP 18/15 no.69, E 351/2124; CSPD. 1651-2. 
238; Answer of the Moniers: Burial Register) 

Taylor. Isaac 
labourer. 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Taylor, John 

moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BNJ 21 (1952-3), 208) 

Taylor. Walter 
moneyer, 1651-3 

(PRO*. SP 18/15 110.69; Answer of the Moniers) 

Teaser. George 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNj'21 (19524). 208) 

Tedscll. Jeffry 
liibourer. 165.3 
(A/rsiver of the Moniers) 

Temporall. John 

labourer at Exeter during the Great Recoinage 
(HI.. .Additional M.S 18.084 fo. 192) 

Teple. William 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNj'll (1952-4). 208) 
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Tlit’de, Edward 
labourer, 165.i 

of llw Moiiier^) 

Tlieifeild, Jolin 

monevers' labourer, 1696 
(RAT 27 (1962-4), 208) 

Tbormon, Thoma.s 

provosi 

26 Nov. 1626-1 Aug. Ifw? 

possiblv joint provost. 16,27-9 (see Simon Corbet) 
(GL. 9171/22 fo.389; PRO. AO 1/1628/220, 22,V4) 

Thornton, William, of Walthamstow (Esse.x) (d, 1614/ 
15) 

moneye r, before 16I4/L5 
(GE, 9171/22 fo,3S9) 

Threwgood, Thomas 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
iBNJ'll (1952^). 208) 

Tickner, Thomas 

monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNj'll (1952-1). 208) 

Trapps, John 
monever, 1692/.'l-r. 1 700 
(pro', E ,251/2100, Mini 19/1 fo.217) 

Turner. Richard 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BN/h (1952-1). 208) 

Tyhurst, Peter 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(5A/'27 (1952-4), 208) 

Villers, John 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BNJ 11 (19,52-4), 208) 

Wager. Thomas 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BNl 27 (19,52-1), 208) 

Walford, Samuel 

smith working for Robert Colborne, 1679-80 
(PRO. Mint 1/3 fo.64) 

Walker, Benjamin 

monevers' labourer, 1696 
(SA/j'27 (1952-4), 208) 

Walker, Thomas 

monevers' labourer, 1696 
BN} 21 (1952-4), 208) 

Warley, Edward (d. 1677), of St Botoipli's Aldgate 


(London) ('? = Edw, Worldly) 
monever, before 1677 
(PRO', Prob. 11/.354) 

Warman, John 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
{BNJ 27 (1952-1), 208) 

Warner, John 
monever, 1651-,3 

(PRO, SP 18/15 no. 109; A/rurcr of the Mon'wr^) 

Warner, Richard 
moneyer, 1653 
(A/(,viiw of liu- Moniers) 

Watts, Robert 
labourer, 1653 
(A/t.ruw of llie ,Wou/cnv) 

Weatherley. John 
moneyer, 1653 
(Answer of ihc Moniers) 

Weelewright, John 
moneyers' labourer, 1690 
{BW 21 (1952-1), 208) 

Weyman, Jacob 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
sent to Chester during the Great Recoittage 
(BNJ 27 (1952-4), 208: BE, Additional MS 18.084 
fo. 192) 

White, Francis 
labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Wiggins. William (d,1631), of St Botolph's Aldgate 

(London) 

moneyer, before 1631 
(Br.Rec.Soc. 89) 

Wilder, (Willdor). Jtmres 
moneyer, 1680-C.98 

(PRO. E 1 12/588 110 . 8 . E 351/2100 and 2073, Mint 
1/3 fo.53. Mint 19/1 no. 268: CTB. 1693-6, 224) 

Wilkinson, Robert 
labourer, 1653 
(Answer of the Moniers) 

Wilkison, Robert 
moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'll (1952-1). 208) 

Williams, Morgan 

moneyers' iabourer, 1696 
(BNj'll (1952-1), 208) 

Wili.son, Christopher 
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moneyer, 1637-53 

(PRO. SP 16/374 no. Answer of ihe Moniers) 

Wodkins. Thomas 
moneyers’ labourer, 16% 

(BNJ 27 (1952-4). 208) 

Womslcy, Edward 
moiievers' labourer, 1696 
(BNfll (1952-4), 208) 

Wood, John 

moneyers' labourer, 1696 
(BNJ 27 (19.32-4), 208) 

Woodard. Calib 

labourer al Bristol during the Great Recoinaee 
(BL. Additional M.S 18.084 fo.l92) 

Woods. George 
monevers' labourer, 1696 
(BNj'll (1952-4). 208) 

Worldly. Edward ( ’ = Edw, Warley) 
moneyer. 1653 
(An.siir/- of the Moniers) 

Wright. Robert 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
(BNj'll (1952-4), 208) 

Wright . Zachary 
monevers' labourer. 1696 
(BNj'll (19.52-4), 208) 

Yeats (Yales), James 
moneyers' labourer. 1696 
sent to E.veier durina the Great Recoinaee 
(BNJ 11 (19.52-4). 208; BE. Additional MS 18.084 
fo.l92) 

^'ollng. Thomas 
moneyer. 1644-,53 

(Answer of the Mo/ners; Cut. of the Committee for 
Aiivunee of Money. J642-5(). p. 1.36) 

Young. William 
moneyer. 1651-3 

(PRO. SP 18/15 no. 69; Answer of the Momers) 

Officials responsible for or concerned with 
the inuniifiiclitre of tokens or coins in base 
metal authorised by the Crown 

Aldington. Arthur 
cutter of coppci . 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.112 (o.l2lv) 

Armstrong. Sir Thomas fr/. 1662) 
assigned a room in the Irish Mint in the Tower. 


adjoining to the north the workrooms of D. 
Ramage, for making farthing tokens, 14 Dec, 1660 
- revoked, 7 Oct, 1662 

(PRO. Mint 1/4 fos 7. 34; CSPD. I66I-2. .509) 

Armstrong. Sir Thomas, jun. (16.33-84) 
grant (with Geo. Legge) to mtike copper for 
Ireland. 1680. subsequently conveyed to (1) John 
Kno.x and (2) Roger Moore 
(New History of the Royal Mint. App. 2: The House 
of Commons. 1660-1690. edited bv B.D. Henning. 
I (1983). 544-5) 

Auge. - 

receiver and auditor, £200 p.a. 

24 June 1694-29 Sept. 1695 
(PRO. Tl/37 no.69) 

Barnes, John 
scourer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo. I21v) 

Bamicle. Thomas 
scourer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10,113 fo. I2lv) 

Bartlett. Benjamin (f/.1690) 
treasurer, £120 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1684-29 Sept. 1688 
12 Oct, 1689-24 June 1690 
(PRO. AO 1/1662''428. 431-2) 

Barton, Daniel - see Herne. Sir Joseph 

Bayncastle. Richard 
preparer of copper, 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo. 121 v) 

Bedford - see Ru.ssell, Lucy 

Bennett. Thomas 
cutter of copper, 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo. 121v) 

Beser. Richard 

surveyor of meltings, £61) p.a. 

12 Oct. 1689- 27 Feb. 1694 
(PRO, AO 1/1662/4.32-3) 

Bishop. Goodman 
scourei of copper, 1613 
(BL. Adililional MS 10.113 fo. 12lvl 

Boweis. George (d. 1690) 
engraver. £100 p.a, 

12"Oct. 1689-Mar. 1690 
for his mint office, see above 
(PRO. AO M622/432) 

Bradford, William (sen.) 
labourer. £15 p.a. 
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20 July 1672-20 Apr, 1673 
(PRO. E 351/2122) 

Bradford, William (jun.) 
labourer, £15 p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 July 1674 
porter, £15 p.a. 

20 July 1674-20 Apr. 1676 
(PRO. E 351/2122-4) 

Bradgaie, Martin 
employed in fartliing token ofliee 
1642-3 

(PRO, SP no, 70) 

Briggs, Jolin 

surveyor of meltings, £50 p.a, 

25 Dec, 16S4-29 Sept, 16.SS 
(PRO, A01/1662/42S, 431) 

Brigitt, George 
cutter of copper, 16L3 
(BE, Additional MS 10,113 fo,121v) 

Buckworth, Sir John 

commissioner in charge (with Chas Duncomhe and 
Jas Hoare, sen.), £200 p.a., 

25 Mar. 166’4-?20 July 16S6 
for his mint office, see above 
(PRO. AO 1/1662/428) 

Burnewood, Oliver 
smith. 1613 

(BL. Additional MS 10,113 fo, 121v) 

Butler, - 

copper cutter, farthing token office, f, 1642 
(PRO. SP 16/540 no. 177) 

Callerig, William 
preparer of copper, 1613 
(BL. Additional MS. 10,113 fo, 121v) 

Castle, William 
teller, £30 p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 Apr. 1674 
(PRO, E 351/2122-3) 

Cave, Edward 

clerk for Crown and lord Harington 
1613 

(BL, Additional MS 10,11,3 fo. 121v) 

Chamber, Simon, gent, 
issuer of tokens 

1613 (Harington), 1617 (Lenox) 
see, Garrett, Thos 

(BL. Additional MS 10,113 fos 112-13; Remem- 
brauciu (of City of London), 1579-1664 (1878), pp- 
89-90) 


Chutt, - 

■/employed in farthing token office 
1642/3 

(PRO. SP19/88 no. 70) 

Clerk. George - see, Herne. Sir Joseph 

Collins, John 
distributor, £100 p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 July 1676 
(PRO. E 351/2122-1) 

Corbett. Andrew 

commissioner in charge (with Ch;is Godolphin/Thos 
Povey and Jas Hoare, sen,), £2U() p.a. 

12 Oct. 1689-24 June 1694 
treasurer. £120 p.a. 

24 June 1690-24 June 1694 
comptroller. £200 p.a. 

24June 1694-24 June 1696 

(PRO, AO )/1622/4,32-.3. TI/37 no. 69; CTB. 

1696-7, 226) 

Coiichmtm. John 
issuer of tokens. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10,113 fos 112-13) 

Crane, Sir Francis (f/.26 June 1636) 
on Lenox’s death (1624) the farthing patent passed 
to his widow, Frances, duchess of Richmond and 
Lenox and Sir Francis Crane 
11 July 1625, above grant confirmed 
23 Feb. 1636, grant (with lord Maltravers) to strike 
farthings 

(New Hisiory of Royoi Mins, App, 2: DNB) 

Cronstrom, Abraham, of Stockholm 
supplier of copper bhmks. 1672-6 
his deputies were Jas Birkin, John Ever.son and 
Jacob David 
(PRO, E 351/2i22M) 

Cullan. - 

employed in farthing token office 
f, 1643-5 

(PRO. SP 19/4 fos 221-2) 

Davies, Henry 
teller, £30 p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 Apr, 1676 
(PRO. E 351/2122^) 

Davis, - 

roller and cutter 
c. 1694-6 
(Ruding, U, 50) 

Denny, Thomas 

empioved in farthing token office 
1642/3' 

(PRO. SP 19/88 110,70) 
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Dodd. - 

employed in farthing token office 
£•■ 1642-5 

(PRO. SP 19/4 fos 221-2; SP 19/88 no.7U) 

D Orville, John 

teller and book-keeper. £60 p.a. 

2.5 Dec. 1684-25 Mar. 1686 
(PRO. AOI/1622,/428) 

Doylcv, Thomas 

distributor of copper farthings and halfpence. 1676 

(PRO E35I/2I24; C7tf. /676-9, 1051) 

for his other activities see above under officials 

Duke, William 
packer. £.30 p.a. 

20 Julv 1672-20 Apr. 1676 
(PRO' E .351/2122-4) 

Duncombe, Charles 

commissioner in charge (with Sir John Buckworth/ 
Thos Neale and Jas Hoare. sen.), £200 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1684-29 Sept. 1688 
for his mini office, see above 
(PRO. AO 1/1662/428, 431) 

East. James 

in charge of farthinc token office 
c. 1642-5 

(CSPD. 1625-49, 649; PRO. SP 19/4 fos 221-2. SP 
19/88 no. 70) 

Etherington. Samuel 
Idler. £40 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1684-29 Sept. 1688 
12 Oct. 1689-24 June 1693 
(PRO. AO 1/1662/428. 431-3) 

Evans. William 
porter, £15 p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 .Sepl. 1673 
(PRO. E .351/2122-3) 

Foster. Gabriel 
teller. 1613 

(BL. Additional MS 1(1.11.3 fo,l2lv) 

Fowles. Thomas 
teller. £.30 p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 Apr. 1670 
(PRO. E .351/2122-1) 

French. - 

employed in farthing token office 
1642/3 

(PRO. SP 19,/88 no. 70) 

Garrett, Thomas, goldsmith of London 

licensed, on nomination of duke of Leno.x :inrl 
countess of Bedford (with Edw. Woodward), to 


issue copper tokens. 1616 

operates (with Simon Chamber) m Lombard St, 
1617 

grant, 29 Oct. 1621, to duke of Lenox and marquis 
Hamilton of ptilent to coin farthing tokens, on 
determination of former grant to Edw. Woodward 
and Thos Garrett, who continue as deputies 
(Remembruncio /of City of Loiulonj 1579-1664 
(1878). pp. 89-90; New History of the Royal Mint, 
App. 2) 

Garrold, William 
preparer of copper. 161.3 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

Gascoigne. William 
preparer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l2lv) 

Gibson. Edw'ard 
scourer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10,113 fo, 121v) 

Godolphin. Charles 

commissioner In charge (with Jas lloare. sen. and 
■And. Corbett). £200 p.ii. 

12 Oct. 1689-9 Julv 1691 
(PRO. AO 1/1.662/432) 

Haddocke, William 
cutter of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l2lv) 

Halsey, James 
teller. £30 p.a. 

20 Apr. 167.3-20 Apr. 1676 
(PRO. E .351/212.3-4) 

Hamilton. James, marquis 
grant. 29 Oct. 1621 (with Lenox) to coin farthing 
tokens 

see also Edw. VVoodward and Thos Garrett 
(New History of the Royal Mint. App. 2) 

Haringlon. John, first lord Haringlon ol Exton 
licensed to issue copper farthings. 10 Apr. 1613 
contracted first with Gerard Malyncs and Wm 
Cockayne, then with Simon Chiimher. John 
Couchnian and Ger. Malyncs for production 
Haruigton died 2.3 Aug. 161.3 and in the same month 
his son. John, contracted with ( 1 ) Chris. Warwick. 
Peter .Malyncs and Samuel Malyncs for production, 
and (2) Gerard Miilynes, Couchnian and Chtimher 
for issuing 

on John Harington's death. 27 February 1614, the 
patent passer! to his mother who surrendered it to 
the duke of Lenox who. in turn, engaged Edwanl 
Woodward tmd Thus Garrett as deputies 
(BL. Additional .MS 10.113 fos 112 13; HNH. New 
History of the Royal Mint. App. 2) 



194 


MINT OFFICIALS AND MONEYERS 


Harris, Henry 

engraver (with Jas Roettier). JtlUO p.a. 

I Apt. U»()-I July 1691 
engraver, £20(1 p.a. 

I July 1691-1 Apr. 1693 
for his mint office, sec above 
(PRO. AO 1/1622/432-3 

I larrison. - 

copper cutter, farthing token office, c. I(i42 
(PRO. SP 16/540 110.177) 

Harvey. - 

supervisor, farlhins! token office, c. 1642-5 
(PRO. SP 16./540 no. 177: SP 19/4 fos 221-2) 

Hassard ('.’Fossard), - 
employed in farthing token oflice. c. 1643-5 
(PRO. SP 19/4 fos 221-2) 

Herne. Sir Joseph (1639-99) 
licensed (with Fran. Parry. Geo. Clerk. Abel 
Slaney. Dan. Barton) to issue copper halfpence and 
farthings. 1694- 
(PRO. Mint 1/5 fos l,5-2()v) 

Herne. - 

? eniploved in farthinii token office 
1642/3 

(PRO. SP 19/58 no.70) 

Hoarc. Charles (son of Jas Hoare. sen.) t/. 1673 
weigher. £80 p.ii. 

20 July 1672-20 Oct. 1673 

(PRO. E 351/2122-3; Burial Registers) 

I loare, James (sen.) 

commissioner in charge, £.300 + £40 for lits clerk 
p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 July 1676 

commissioner in charge (w'ith Sii John Buckworth/ 
Thos Neale and Chas Duncombe). £200 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1684-29 Sept. 1688 

commissioner in charge (with Chas Codolphin.T'hos 
Povey and And. Corbett), £200 p.a. 

12 Oct. 1689-24 June 1694 

for his mint office, see above 

(PRO. E 35J/2122-4: AO 1/1662/428. 431-3) 

Hoare, James (jun.) 
weigher, £80 p.a. 

20 Oct. 1673-20 Apr. 1676 
for his mint office, see above 
(PRO. E 351/2123-4) 

Honnyman. Henry 
scourer of copper, 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

Horwood, William 
scourer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 


House, Stephen 
preparer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 lo.l21v) 

Howard. Henry, lord Maltravers 
licensed (with Sir Fra. Crane) to make copper 
liirthings, 16.36 

grant to him alone to make farthings for use in the 

plantations, except Maryland. 16.39 

erant to him alone to make farthings for England, 

l6,39 

(A/eif History oj the Royal Mint. App. 2) 

Howard. Henry 
smith, 1613 

(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

I loward. John 
master-smith, 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l2lv) 

Hunt, Richard 
porter. £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1686-25 Mar. 1687 
(PRO. AOl/1662/428) 

Johnson (Jansen), Peter 

smith, making puncheons and dies and maintaining 

the presses. \(i. per lb, struck 

20 July 1672-20 July 1676 

lor his mint office, .see above 

(PRO. E .351/2122-4) 

Jones. Benjamin 
teller, £40 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1684-29 Sept. 1685 
(PRO. A01/166Z'428) 

Kippist. William 

weieher, farthing token office. < .1642-5 
(PRO. SP 16/540 110.177; SP I9,M fos 221-2) 

Knox. John - see Armstrong. Sir Thomas (jun.) 

Le Blanc. William 
weigher. £60 p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 Apr. 1676 
for his mint office, see above 
(PRO. E .35 1.'2 122-4) 

Lee. Edward 
porter, £20 p.a. 

8 Aug. 1692-29 Sept. 1694 
(PRO. AO 1/1622/433) 

Legge, George (<.1647-91) - see Armstrong. Sir 
Thomas (jun.) 

Lenox - see Stuart. Lewis 

Lightfool, - 
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emplovcil in l';irlhini> loken ol'licc. 1642/3 
(PRO.' SP 19/88 no.7t)) 

Maltravers - see Howard, Henry 

Malynes. Arthur 

keeper ol the eopper storehouse. 1613 
(BE. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

Malynes. Gerard 
issuer of tokens. 1613 
(BE. Additional MS 10.113 los 112-13) 

Malynes, Peter 

contracts (with C. Warwick and S. Malynes) to 
produce Haringions 
keeper of the counter books 
1613 

(BE. Additional MS 10.113 fos 112-13. 121v) 
Malynes. Samuel 

contracts (with C. Warwick and P. Malynes) to 
produce Harinttions 
overseer of the workmen 
1613 

(BE. Additional MS 1(EI13 fos 112-13. t2Iv) 

Man. .lohn 
teller. £40 p.a. 

2.3 Dec. 1684-24 .lune 168.3 
(PRO. AO 1/1662/428) 

Marshall. William 
lorgci of eopper. 1613 
(BE. Additional MS 10.113 fo. 12lv) 

.Maye. - 

weigher, farthinii token ofliee, <-.1642 
(PRO SP I6.'540 no 177) 

Miller (with Rawlins). - 
caster in farthinu token ollice. 1642/3 
(PRO. SP I9.'8s'no.70) 

Mills. Richard 
porter. £18 p.a. 

23 Dec. 1684-24 June 1685 
(PRO. A01/I662.'428) 

Moore, Joshua 
aceouiilaiit. ?£20 p.a. 

1687/8 

(PRO, A01/I66243I) 

Moore. Roger - sec Armstrong. Sii Thomas (jun.) 
Neale, Thomas 

commissioner in chtirgc (with Ch;is Duncomhe and 
Jas Hoare, sen.), £200 p.a. 

23 Mar. 1684-29 Sept, 1688 
for his mint ofhcc. sec above 
(PRO. .AO 1/1662/428. 431 ) 


Norman. Israel 
cutter of copper, 1613 
(BE. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

Palmer. Elias 

unspecified duties in connection with manufacture 
of tin farthings and halfpence 

23 Mar. 1684-23 Mar. 1687 
(PRO. AOl/1662/428) 

Parry. I'rancis - see. I lerne. Sir .loseph 

Peirson. - 

receiver and auditor. £200 p.a. 

29 Sept. 169.3-23 Mat. 1696 
(PRO. Tl/37 no. 69) 

Peller. W'illiam 
preparer of copper. 1613 
(BE. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l2l\ ) 

Pendleton, Thomas 
book-keeper. ( .1694-6 
(Rudiiig. II, 31) 

Plater. Lionel 

manager of lord Mowbray's (= Henry, lord Mal- 
travers's) farthing token ofliee 
?l63(>-7 .Apr. 1643 

(PRO. SP 16,'34() nos 176-7; Cal. of the Commitur 
fo! Advance oj Money, JM2-.M). pp. 124-6) 

Povey. Thomas 

commissioner in charge (with Jas Hoare, sen. and 
.And. Corbett). £200 p.a. 

HI July 1691-24 June 1694 
(PRO' AO 1/1622,433) 

Rawlins (with Miller). - 
caster in farthing token office. 1642/3 
(PRO. SP 19/8s'no.70) 

Redhead. - 

melter of tin, £100 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1694-23 Mar. 1696 
(PRO. TI/37 110 . 69 ) 

Rhea, .lames 
porter. £20 p.a 

24 June 1685-25 Mar. 1686 
(PRO. AO El 662428) 

Richmond and Lenox, duchess - see Crane. Sir 
l-'raiicis 

Roettiei. James 

engraver (with Hen. Harris). £100 p.a. 

I Apr. 1690-1 July 1691 
and ?I694,'’6 

for his mint office, see above 
(PRO. AO 1/1622.4.32; Rudmg. II. 31 ) 
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Roettier. John. Joseph and Philip 
engravers and sinkers of dies. Ir/. per lb. struck 
20'july 1672-20 July 1676 
for their mint offices, see jibove 
(PRO. E 351/2122-4) 

Russell. Lucy, countess of Bedford - see Stuart, Lewis 

Sands. John 
cutter of copper. 1613 
(BL. .Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

Saturtwayt. Reynold 
forger of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10,113 fo.l2lv) 

Savicer. Roger 
scourer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

Scobell, John 
engraver. £120 p.a. 

.August 1684-729 Sept. 1688 
(PRO. A01/l662/'428. 431) 

Scott. Thomas 
preparer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113, fo.l2lv) 

Serjeant. Ralph 
cutter of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

Shales. Philip 
comptroller 

24 June 1696-? 

[CTB, 1696-7. 226) 

Shickle, Edward 
labourer, £20 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1684-729 Sept. 1688 
(PRO. AOl/1662/428, 431) 

Shram, John 
preparer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additional MS 10.113 fo-121v) 

Simmons, David 
teller, £40 p.a. 

12 Oct. 1689-24 June 1693 
(PRO. AO I/I662/432-3) 

Slaney, Abel - see, Herne, Sir Joseph 

Smith. - 

copper cutter, farthing token office, c.1642 
(PRO, SP 16/540 no. 177) 

Stent, Thomas 
teller. £40 p.a. 


29 Sept. 1685-729 Sept. 1688 
(PRO. AOl/1662/428, 431) 

Stuart. Lewis, duke of Lenox (i/.1624) 
grant, 29 Oct. 162 1 . with marquis Hamilton to coin 
farthing tokens 

on his death the patent passed to his widow, 
Frances, duchess of Richmond and Lenox and Sir 
Francis Crane 

see also. Harington. Edw. Woodward and Garrett 
[New History of the Royal Mint. App. 2) 

Terrill. Anthony 

employed in farthing token office, ](s42/3 
(PRO.’ SP 19/88 no.70) 

Treadwell, - 

copper cutter, farthing token office, c. 1642 
(PRO. SP 16/.540 no-r77) 

Unday (Undry). John 
weigher, farthing token office, c. 1642-5 
(PRO. SP 16/540 no. 177: SPI9/4 fos 221-2) 

Walford, Samuel 

melter. sizer, edger and studder of tin coin. Kiv. per 
100 lb. 

12 Oct. 1689-24 June 1694 
(PRO. A01/1662/'4,32-3) 

Walker, Thomas 
porter, £14 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1687-24 June 1688 
(PRO, A01/1662/43I) 

Warwick. Christopher 

contracts (with P. and S. Malynes) to produce 
Haringtons. 1613 

(BL. Additional MS 10,113 fos 112-13) 

Weddell. Robert 
teller, £40 p.a. 

12 Oct. 1689-24 June 1693 

a Mr Weddell also appears for the project beginning 
in 1694 

for his mint office, see above 
(PRO. AO 1/1662/432-3. Tl/37 no.69) 

Weitibesh. Samuel 
teller. £30 p.a. 

20 July 1672-20 Apr. 1673 
(PRO. E .351/2122) 

Wolfe, Richard 
preparer of copper. 1613 
(BL. Additioniii MS 10.113 fo.l21v) 

Woodward, Edward, goldsmith of London 
licensed, on nomination of Lenox and Bedford 
(with Thos Garrett), to issue tokens. 1616 
grant. 29 Oct. 1621 . to duke of Lenox and marquis 
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Hamilton of patent to coin farthing tokens, on 
deterininatjon of former grant to Edw, Woodward 
and Thos Garrett, who continue as deputies 
{CSPD, 1611-18, 3S7; New History of the Royal 
Mint, App. 2) 


Wooldridge, Robert 
porter, £20 p.a. 

12 Oct. 1689-S Aug, 1692 
(PRO. AO 1/1622/433) 



CENTRAL OR LOCAL PRODUCTION OF SEVENTEENTH- 

CENTURY TOKENS 


R. H. THOMPSON 


Inlrodiiction 

The tokens of the seventeenth century were issued in more than four thousand localities of 
England, Wales and Ireland.' They name as their issuers individuals known locally; they 
refer to trade signs recorded locally; and they give local spellings of place-names. It would 
have been natural to assume that their production was local also. 

Such an assumption might have relied on. and is to some extent realised in various 
contemporary statements from the period 1650 to 17 1.'^, which refer to shopkeepers, 
chapmen and others, in many parts of England and Ireland, making and uttering their own 
tokens.- Above all, however, the concept of local production must have been shaped by 
Samuel Pegge, who stated in 1757 that halfpence and farthings 'were coined by the 
incorporations of cities and boroughs, by several of the companies there, and by the 
tradespeople and victuallers, at pleasure, both in them, and in country villages’.-^ 

These statements notwithstanding, the purpose of the present paper is to consider 
whether the tokens were in reality made locally. ■* The evidence will be reviewed under three 
heads: itinerant engravers; London dies and local mints; London mint and localised dies, 
i.e. dies delivered to an issuer after striking. 


Itmerant Engra vers 

When assumptions about local fabrication were confronted w'ilh collections of tokens, it 
became necessary to take account of similarities betw'ccn tokens from different areas. The 
‘similarity of design, both in style, lettering, and device, and a correspondence of 
mint-marks in the tokens of many adjacent places’, led to a hypothesis of local artists who 
‘travelled on from lowm to town, something in the manner of the ancient Anglo-Saxon 


Ark)un\h‘(l)’i‘iiu’ius Apar! Ironi people specilically nien- 
liuiietl, ilic followinji have oflered ohservalion.s from which I 
have hcnelited: Dr Juanita niirnhy; Mr Matthew Burnby; Dr 
Christopher Cliallis; Mi Michael Dickinstm: Mr Philip 
Grcenall; .Mrs Stella Greenall; Mr Peter Preston-Moricy: Mr 
Nicholas Rhodes; Mr Gerald Sommerville; Mr Andrew 
Wager. 

' In Scotland, which had its own copper coinage, tokens 
were issued only in Dunbar and Edinburgh, for which see G. 
C. Williamson. Trade Tokens issued in the Scvenieenlli 
Ceninrv (London. lSS‘>-yi). p y,5.t. and pp. 142.V-I 
(Uncertain 4-4). The total derives from the w riter's card index 
of "Token lopnnynis' which, including references, comforta- 
bly tills live drawers, each of which has a maximum capacity 
of about a thousand cards. 

- Sir J- Craig. ’Brilish coins and coinage', Journul uj ihe 
tioyul Socieiy of Ans. UK no. 4S.41 (6 October 1950). 946-S.5 
(lit p, 9h.>); Calendin </f Stale Supers, Domestic Series 
(hcnccforlh CST Omni 1651-2. p 2.4; SCB! .4K. Norweb 
Tokens Part II. p, xii; C. W'. Peek. BMC Copper. 2nd edn 
(London. I9f>4). p. .SyS; J, Simon. Essay on Irish coins, new 


edn (Dublin. ISIIt).pp 124, I2.s. l.\4-4; E. G. 1 1. Kempson. 
Indiclincnts for (he coiniiis; of tokens in sevenleenth-centuiw 
Wiltshire'. fi,V./ 4.4 (lyT.'i'j. 126- .41 (at pp. 127. 128): A. 
Jouviii. of Rochel'ori. ‘Description of England and Ireland m 
(ho 17(h century', in The Antitptarian Repertory, chielly 
compiled by . . . Francis Grose . . |anrl olhcrs|. new edit, iv 
(London. 181)9). pp. .449-622 (at pp .s62-.4). Sir W. Dugdalc. 
The Life. Diary anil Correspondence, cditcil b\ William 
Hamper ( London. 1827). p, 1.41); Williamson. Trade Tokens. 
p 273; (Increase Mathcr|. i\‘eu-Eiij;land i hir/iaih'd |I.ondoir. 
1689]. p. .4: J. Evelyn. Ninnisntaia' a discourse <>f medals 
(London. 1697). p. 16; ! Hciiine. Remarks and C idleciions. 
iv, edited by D.W. Rannie (Oxford. I89S). p. 2ti7. 

’ S. P(cgge|, 'A curious account ol the origin of trarlcs- 
men's tokens', (lenlleinan's Mai’tizme. 27 (17.47). 498-9. 
plate |xix|; title taken from running head. See more on Pegge 
below. 

* A version of this paper was lirsi read at (he British 
Numismatic Society's symposium on the coinage of the 
seventeenth century held at (he University tif Aston. Bir- 
mingham. on 2 November 1984. 
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moneyers, designing tokens for the various villages and towns through which they passed'/ 
This concept of moneyers had been espoused in particular by Archdeacon Pownall. who 
proposed that the copulative ON meant that a moneyer was only temporarily exercising his 
office in the particular town, and, as shown by the occurrence of the same name in different 
towns, accompanied the king from place to place. Before Williamson published his 
catalogue, Willett had opposed to the theory of itinerant moneyers the few name-identities 
at adjacent places, and the many names which occur in one place only. The theory was given 
its quietus by Keary.^’ 

It had been incorporated, how'ever, in the introduction to what has remained for a century 
the standard catalogue of seventeenth-century tokens. In 1908 the British Numismatic 
Society was assured, probably by W. C. W''ells, that ‘it was the custom of die-sinkers and 
engravers of tokens to pass from place to place in pursuit of their calling, and much of the 
work is so characteristic that experts are able to determine the part of the country to which 
doubtful types must be allotted’.^ This extraordinary skill has not been vouchsafed to 
successors of these unnamed experts. To the extent that regional variations in seventeenth- 
century tokens are perceptible, they would now be explained by chronological differences in 
the spread of tokens to different areas. 

In 1921 ‘Clifford!?] Thompson’ (the artist has not been identified) drew- an accomplished 
reconstruction of Travelling token miniers of the I7th century (pi. 16, 1). It appears to be 
loosely based on Pegge’s account of a press (though not on his illustration of a die), with 
‘four pieces of good oak, not less than four inches thick, & very strongly dove-tailed 
together', a stout iron screw of an inch or more diameter, and four nine-inch handles fixed to 
the top of the screw; with two persons to operate the press; even perhaps with copper 
being beaten out. or blanks ‘commodiously rounded’, by the woman near the door. In 
addition there is a pan on a brazier, presumably to heat the blanks for easier striking (but 
cold working is normal for coining). This reconstruction is as imaginative as it is 
imaginary. 

In 1963 these peripatetic producers were reduced to ‘travelling tin-smiths', who would call 
upon the tradespeople of the village, towm, or county, and offer to strike off any number of 
pieces; but the tinplate industry was an eighteenth-century development. In 1966 engravers 
were assumed to have travelled, with David Ramage striking tokens at Bristol, Gloucester 
and Oxford; but the presence of his initial on the tokens of those cities does not prove that 
he struck them in the cities. More recently, the identity of punches used for issuers from 
various towns suggested the existence of itinerant coiners who took their ‘simple equipment’ 
from town to town, in a fashion reminiscent of the travelling mints of antiquity; but this 
model has as little claim to reliability as that of Anglo-Saxon moneyers.''* 

What seems at first sight the most substantial evidence for itinerant engravers is the 


' Williamhoii. |v wiii |= p. .\.\i in ihi: rcprinl| Ik' 

was mori; Urcuinspccl in his7f«(/7i,!;KJ» ilw Refill ( 'oiiuii>f unit 
Token Ciinviii Y III G'li/W/w/ ILonditn. ( ISS4|). aiklini: noics 
as U) llic rcappcarain;c of ihi; naiiiL- of Ihc monoyci (o Icsl 
Canon Pownall's iipinion . ' (cantollans between pp 8 anti 

'■>}. On the very same paj;e \.\iii Willjanison sttiies also iliai 
many tokens were struek in Lontlon. anil tonset|iienlK 
names of both issuers and pbiees 'incorreelly' spell. 

A I’ownall. "On some pennies of llentv II lound in ;i 
liollow stone al Amptliill . .Vf n.s.. 2 11862). 2.Wt). and 
Coins of I be Stafford mint'. .\'( ns . 2tl ( IS.StI). 6t>-7.4. F 1 1 
Willett. 'On :i board of Saxon pennies lound in llie (. ily of 
London in 1872'. .V( n.s.. lb (1876). .^2.'' 'M. pis |.ii pp 
,427-8. .47.8—94 ). and '( )n tile lesideiil eharaeler ol the olliee o| 
monetariiis in Saxon limes', ,VC4rd set. 1 { 1.881 ), 42-b, li\U 


Analo-Sii.xon. ii (London. |894|. p. ev. I lie itnninii 
moneyers published sinee 1 971 (are exceptions to the accepted 
norm K. Jonsson. T'/ic.Vcn fcrrtiSloekboIni; London. I987j. 
p 184. points out that all three ol the diediiiks between iriints 
in the Reform issue involve moneyers with different ntimes. 
so riilmii out any susittesiion ol iravelline moneyers 

s ( 19I1K). 44.4—1 I he aiitliorsliip ol llie remarks is 
not ifilile certain since three papers were reported loaether 
L. Kiim. llampshire I7ih-eeniury tokens' reported in 
•VCii'c 71 ( |9ii4). 2.87. I C I honison. 'Seteiileenlli-eeiiturt 
tokens'. Si MU ( I966|. .sit 5 (al p 54): R (i. I Joiy. [•.nelisii 
merchant tokens', in eer\jiri n\ f\ in \iinn\niinn \ . edited b\ 
SttuI Ii. Needlenian (Chie.ieo, 19,86). pp 147-76. |2| l.il p 
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following entry in the Bath City Chamberlain's accounts, dated 12 October 1672. and 
covering income and expenditure for the previous twelve months:*' 

Item pti Vlr Garill for makeing & vending of farthins bycompositon 20|(I0|00' 

If Garill had vended as well as made the farthings he would clearly have needed to be in 
Bath. Publishing this entry, Sydenham saw it as of special interest as giving the name of the 
maker of the 1670 Bath farthings, approved on 7 Mareh of that year. He added the following 
comments written to him by Williamson: ‘Garill was a die sinker in Birmingham, who. 1 
believe, travelled about striking Tokens in many places. 1 have met with his name in Hull 
and in E.veter also, and in the latter place there arc entries of orders given to him (Garill) for 
the supply of Tokens'."’ Williamson’s reference to Hull and Exeter is unexplained; his 
reference to Birmingham is inexplicable." 

The strange word ‘composition’ Sydenham took to mean that, instead of Garill being paid 
so much per thousand or by weight, the amount was compounded for by a lump sum. Yet it 
can refer to more than a debt, and mean the .settling of a liability by some mutual 
arrangement. The entry must in fact record, not a payment for doing something, but a 
payment for noi doing something; for John Garill, a common informer who specialised in 
the prosecution of token issuers, was willing to compound for expenses until forbidden to do 
so by the Privy Council, w hich granted pardons in 1671 to a number of tow ns, among them 
the City of Bath.'- The recorded payment to Garill should therefore be understood to have 
been in compounding for the making and vending of farthings by or for the City of Bath, and 
not (belatedly) for his making and vending them. 

That some seventeenth-century tokens w-ere not made in the place of issue is evident in 
the following three cases of incorrect legends. Will Bassett, mercer in CAMBRIDGE, is from 
the same obverse die as Will Bassett, mercer in COWBridgf (South Glamorgan), w'here 
one William Bassett died about 1680, and another in 1704 whose w'idow''s inventory reveals 
them to have been mercers; so the CAMBRIDGE reverse must have been prepared in error 
from misread instructions in a place where Covvbridge was less well know-n. Secondly, 
Edward Tomson in the v.ALE of Lincoln is from a reverse die which was subsequently 
altered to read BAI.E of Lincoln, in which state it was again paired with the same obverse; so 
the VALE reverse must have been sunk in error in circumstances in which The Bail of 
Lincoln w'as unfamiliar, and a vale of Lincoln could be supposed to exist. Lastly, William 
Groves in SHEFFEIELD is from the same obverse die as William Groves in SI-IEFFORD in 
Bedfordshire (pi. 16, 2-3), so clearly one is wTong; the first may be unique, whereas tw'O out 
of the three specimens of the second recorded in 1928 were in Bedfordshire, so SHEFFEIELD 
must have been entered in error in some place distant from Shefford. Neither could such a 
mistake have been easily made in the vicinity of Sheffield, which already was a centre for 
metal working.'^ 


■' Bath City Record Office. Chamhcrlain's. Account Roll 
no. 1 17, from which a photocopy was kindly supplied by the 
Bath City Archivist. 

S. Sydenham. Bath City and traders' tokens issued 
during the 17th century'. Pmci-cdinas of the fiiiilt Nanira! 
History anil Aiiliqiiariua Fieltl Chih. It) (lyil.S). 42.t-525 fat 
pp. 4.77-y). 

" L. Forrer, Biographical Dictionary of Meilallisis, Coin-, 
Gem-, and Seal- Engravers. Mhu-.Klasters. <tc (London. 
1904-.'()). That G, C. Williamson was capable of fantasy 
appears from R H. Thompson. 'Williamson the man and his 
books'. SCMB (iyS9). 99-1112. 

Sir John Craig. The Mint (Cambridge, 19.S.t), p. I7,J; sec 
also Kempson. Indictments', p, 127, 


'' D. W. Dykes and K. A. Jacob. 'Two notes on trade 
tokens; .A mythical seventeenth-century halfpenny of Cam- 
bridge , . , Hi\J .'?4 ( 1965). 1.22-4. and P. Riden. Cinvhridge 
Tralles and Tradesmen /P6f>-/75(7 (Cardiff, 19S1). pp. .28-4(1; 
A, Smith, A Catalogue of the Town and Trade Tokens oj 
Lincolnshire issued in the Seventeenth Century ( 1 loi ncastic, 
1921). p. 22. no IS4: SCBI .21. Norw’cb 47 and 4S. and D. 
Hey. The Rural Metahvorkers of the Sheffield Region 
(Leicester. 1972). Specimens of the vaI.i: OH t.INCOt.N reading 
and of the die-linked piece arc in the Usher Gallery It couhl 
be argued in this ease that v.At.u resulted from a mis-hearing 
m Lincoln: but the other two cases can only be the result of a 
mis-rcading. 
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These cases argue strongly against travelling engravers. Moreoevcr, support for this 
hypothesis has often resembled blown straws, to be plucked from windy orations, and the 
reported proceedings of societies. Not once has it been built into a firmly-argued structure 
that could withstand the scrutiny of critics. This first hypothesis suffers from a total lack of 
clear evidence. Itinerant engravers are. to borrow from Rochester, senseless .stories, idle 
tales, dreams, whimsies, and no more. 


London Dies and Local Mints 

Close examination of seventeenth-century tokens shows that with few exceptions they were 
struck from dies. The exceptions are mostly castings in lead or pewter, a vernacular 
technique not confined to any one period; although in addition the Bushey hoard revealed a 
lead piece, presumably contemporary, which had been squeezed between two die-struck 
tokens. The dies were sunk from individual punches for the letters and for certain devices 
such as the arms of Bristol. The existence of so many punches places production of the dies 
in a large-scale establishment, where alone would it be in any way economic to have 
quantities of punches available for individual token issuers. 

Neither would this large-scale establishment have been newly erected. The regular use of 
the capital letter-form -1- to represent the sounds of modern I and J. and the use of the form 
-V- to represent U and V, point to a traditional die-cutting workshop, for the modern 
differentiation according to sound had been usual in printing since the 1620s. I'he same 
may be inferred from the initial use of the two letters -VV- to represent W, for Latin, 
which has no W in its alphabet, was not used for current coins from 1649, the year in which 
the main series of tokens began.'*' 

The location of this die-cutting establishment is suggested by the signature 'R' on city 
tokens of Bristol, Gloucester and Oxford (as mentioned above), also on various private 
tokens. This identifies a recognisable style of dies, and has been firmly attributed to David 
Ramage (died 1662), a member of the Company of Moneyers at the Tower mint. The 
conclusion from all this, and from the similarities between tokens from different areas, must 
be that the dies of an overwhelming proportion of seventeenth-century tokens were sunk in 
London. 

Where, how'cver. were the London-made dies put to use? It would have been possible, in 
principle, to send them to the issuers for use in their localities, as had happened for coinage 


(j. ticriy and B. Wood, A small hoard otscvciilccmh- 
ccnuiiy tokens. Bushey. Herts.. I%.s' BSJ 4.S (IhT.S), d4-() 
(no. 2); sem Sii. Norweh lokens Part II. p. xx tind nos 
i-I.S7-l.S().t, 1507-12. 1514-S.t for Bristol, where the varyini: 
positions of the letters and other elements ol the design 
eletirly identify their origin m mdividiiul punches. Foi the 
recurrence of certain other punches see .Ashmolean Museum. 
(Mialiif’iir J'oki’ns. edited 

hy .). G Milne (Oxford. I9.'5|. p xiv; G G Boon. WV/v/i 
Tokvns oj the Seveiiicciuh Century (Cardiff. 197.1). pp. 27-S. 
80; and R. H. Thompson. '.Milking hefore nuitehing', in 
I'roeeetliiigs oj the lOth /itteriuitiuiuil Co/igrc.vx at .\’uiiusiuii- 
t/r.v edited bv I.A Cariadiee (l.oiulon. 1990). pp. 575-81. 
pi. 57 

R. B MeKerrow. An Introihietiou hi Ihhliiiyiniphs tor 
Literary Sttuleuts (Oxford. 1927). pp. .110-)2, It would 
appear that William Mimek of Bl.indford r'ormn (steward of 
the almshouses 1654-5. 1655-6. and hailifi 1657) was ii 


devotee ol the reformeil spelling, insisimg that his sumaine 
be written not with V- hut with -U-. which the diesinker. 
however, could only represent by -II-. SC HI 18. N'orweb 
S.5-t-5. and relerences. l or exitinples of -V'V- sec Milne. 
Oxfordshire. ISO. ISS. and .S'C/7/.1l and .IS. Norweb 186.2.11, 
919, 1 28.1. 1728. 17.5.1, 

For examples of -R- sec .SC7</ .11 and .18. .'slorweh l8.5-r>. 
.179. 1127: for Ramage see Milne. Oxfordshire, pp xiv-xv 
f)l the 1.789 diflerem tokens In SClii ,1| and 18. Norweb 
Parts I and II. numbers 71). 647. 812. 1.195. |4.5.f;i-|i. l.sO.f. 
1.505,1 -b. .ind I5()6;i-h were cither cast from moulds, or 
struck fioin cnglaverl dies. In inldition. two exist pieces have 
been transferred Iroin Colchester to an l.lneertiim category, 
iind lokensol .lelfrey .Miismore ol Wantage, .ind John Marrai 
o) Ashbourne, ciilegorised as Forgeries Ajiari Irom the 
sixtcciitli-ectiturx stpiare Ian lungs 11444-50). all the 
remainder, to which .ire added m;iny duplicates, atipcar to 
have been struck tioni I umlon dies 
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(but with rocker-press and rotary-press dies) as recently as the 1640s.'" Indeed, there have 
been specific suggestions of local token mints at Huddersfield, Bradford and Sheffield; at 
The Mint in Rye; at the premises of a brasiercum pewterer in Winchcombe; at an inn called 
The Old Mint at Southam in Warwickshire; in the West Country for Bridgwater and 
Taunton; and most recently in Birmingham, 'and one can safely assume that other towns 
made their contributions to the industry". From the appearance of John Murrey's 166X 
Man.\ penny tokens 'it seems likely that they were produced in Birmingham", according to 
Mackay; but 'arc much more likely to have been struck on the island from London-engraved 
dies’, according to Dolley.''"^ In May 1989 the Keeper of Coins and Medals at the British 
Museum assured the British Numismatic Society that seventeenth-century tokens must have 
been struck locally, on the grounds th;it that is where the dies are found. 

Most influentially, Samuel Pegge provided in 1757 a highly circumstantial account of how 
the affair of coining was managed and conducted by the private tradesman. His fourth 
paragraph reads as follows.'" 


. . . Ai ihc borough of Chcstcrtield in Derbyshire. Mr Edward Wood, and afterwards liis son Richard Wood, 
who were both of them apotheetiries. coin’d money amongst others; and on the death of the late Mr E.tlward 
Wood, son of the said Richard, the dies and the press w-ere found in the house, from whence we are enabled to 
comprehend the whole process, which may be presum'd not to have been very intricate. These Woods coined 
only halfpennies, and there were two sets of dies, one for the father's, and the other for the son's money, who 1 
suppose had a sett of dies made for himself on his father's decease. They were itpothectiries. its was mentioned 
above, and the device was accordingly Apollo Opifer. These dies I have seen, and by the favour of the gentlemen 
concern’d, to whom I am greatly oblig’d, one set has fallen into my posscssittn. What I mctin by a set is an 
obverse and reverse: these were cut upon two small pieces of steel, w-hich w'erc afterwards welded upon a hirger 
block of iron, of w hich the size and the form arc c.\pre.ssed in the plate, fig. S. S. The press consisted of four pieces 
of good oak. not less than four inches thick. & very strongly dove-ttiil’d together. In the up|rer cross piece was 
fasten'd an iron box with a female screw, thro' which there passed a stout iron screw of ;m inch or more diameter, 
to the bottom of which was lixed one of the dies, whilst the other was received into a sc|uare hole made in the 
bottom cross piece, where it lay very steady as in a proper bed. The screw was wrought by hand, in the mtinner of 
a capstan, by means of four handles affixed to the top of it. of tibout d inches Utng etich. And thus, after the 
copper was reduc'd to a proper thickness, shorn to a size, and commodiously rounded, many hundreds of 
halfpence might be coined, by two persons, in a very short time, by a man we will suppose to ply the screw . and ;i 
woman or boy to put on and take off the pieces. And yet. I assure yoti. sir. these Chesterfield halfpennies were 
extremely well struck (see lig. 1, 7). 


” Thomas Bushcll used a rockcr-press at .‘Xbcrystwyih. 
then Shrewsbury. Oxford. Bristol, and Oxford again, and Sir 
Richard Vyvyan likewise at I’luro and Exeter: the tokens 
show no evidence of the pinching at two opposite points on 
the edge which characterised the products of such a press. A 
rotary press, as used at York, seldom produced designs in a 
perfect circle, and might result in coins with a turned-down 
edge, or with portions of two impressions on one side, or 
coins incompletely cut from the strip {SCHI 33. Brooker. 
Charles 1. pp. xxvii-xxxix): the tokens do not exhibit the.se 
characteristics, and do have ’curved clips’ (see below), which 
means that the blanks were cut out before striking. None of 
the known token dies are for a rocker or a rotary press. 

Skelclu's of Hull Celchriiies. or. Memotrs iiikI Corre- 
s/ioittU'iue of AUlcrmtiii Tlionuis Johnum. the whole 
compiled and arranged for publication by William .A. C!un- 
ncll (Hull. 187fi|. p. 46. and II. S Gill. Unpublished 
Yorkshire tokens of the seventeenth century, with contem- 
porary notes’. /VC n s.. 20 ( 1X80). 2.34-32 (at pp. 242.245); L. 
A. Vidler. A numismatic history of Rye'. HNJ 22 part 2 
(10.30/7). 247-,s6 (at p. 2.3.3); I E Gray. ’.Some 17th<enlury 
token-issuers’. 7'iwi.v(jc//(»i.s of rue llrisiol tinti Glou- 
<e.vrerv7i/re .^nluieotoKicdl Socii'lv. 84 (1965). 101-9 (at p. 
105); D. M Sturlcy. 'Old Mint’, Doily Telegraph. 8 April 
1970, a relerence I owe to Mr John W^ilker ol Reading (the 


letter-writer’s grandmother li.id owned the .Southam inn. 
then known as the Horse anil Jockey, but ren.imed The Old 
Mint after 1936. although the only coins that were minted 
there were I7th-eentur\ tradesmen’s tokens’). M. B Mitcli- 
incr and others, ’The chemical compositions of English 
sevcnteenth-eenuiry base metal coins and tokens’. Hi\'J 33 
(198.3). 144-6.3 (at p. 1.56): Doty ’nnglish merehanl tokens', 
p. 131: J. A, Mackay. The Tvbjoy Em vrioiwedio of hit- of 
Man Coins oiul Tokcii.\ (Sutton. Surrey. 1977). p. 14: M. 
D|olley|. review of Mackay. /J,V747 ( 1977). 1.50-2(atp. 131). 
1 he .lohnsott memoirs were comprehensively show n by .1 . K. 
Boyle. A inoticrn lilerory froiiil ihc Johnson M.SS: a poper 
rcutl lo the ineinhvrs of ihc Hull Liicroiy Chih. I‘)ih Dcccmhcr 
IH92 (Hull. 189.3). to l>e a forgery by John Richardson, with 
Gunnell ;is his amanuensis. Gill pretends lo have condensed 
his notes from the published memoirs, but Cyprian Venture, 
and his tokens minted by Ramsker of Sheflield, do not appear 
therein; either this was invented by Gill, or it was supplied by 
C. E. Kewstcr from the three voluiites of Johnson NISS in his 
possession (Boyle, p. 13). or mosi likely. Cyprian Venture 
was produced by Richardson and Gunnell to order (cf. 
Boyle, pp. ,3(>-7) The cataloguer ol lots 319 and .322 in .Spink 
Com Aiicnons 31. 16 April 1986. is perhaps Richardson's 
latest victim. 

I'' Pegge. ’ Tradesmen's tokens’, p 499. 
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This account by Pegge was summarised by Boyne, printed by Williamson to the extent of 
his comments on the press, and copied in full by Peck, in all cases without the plate which is 
reproduced here as fig. 1. The scenario of tradesmen obtaining their dies from London for 
use locally informs Milne's introduction to his Oxfordshire catalogue; and according to Dr 
Michael Dollcy we must allow for the possibility that the dic-engravers may also have 
supplied, as well as dies, standardized blanks which were struck locally in presses of the type 
described by Pegge.’" 

Pegge's account, therefore, warrants close attention. ‘The dies and the press’, he wrote, 
‘were found in the house’; and ‘these dies 1 have seen’, and he illustrated two of them 
(although Pegge’s engraver failed to put the final image in reverse). He made no such 
statement about the press, and did not illustrate it; so it is permissible to separate his account 
of the press from his first-hand description of the dies. Pegge was undoubtedly a careful 
scholar, and of Chesterfield origins; nevertheless, the identity of the press, and its 
association with the dies, do appear to depend on the report of certain ‘gentlemen’. Mis 
knowledge of it was second-hand, or third- or fourth-hand if the source of the identification 
were the ‘feeble-minded’ Edward Wood. Between the Chesterfield coining-press and 
Samuel Pegge there is another stage of transmission, and of possible misinterpretation.-' 

It may be observed that Pegge describes no means of separating the upper die from the 
rotation of the screw, a necessity if coin impressions are not to be blurred. The squeezing 
motion which four handles would impart means that this was not a coining-press in the 
classification of presses.’’ Pegge’s suggestion of many hundreds of halfpence ‘in a very short 
time’ would need to be understood very flexibly, for such a press w'ould have been slow to 
operate; the rate of production (depending on the pitch of the screw') could hardly have 
exceeded two pieces per minute. 

1 rely here on the advice of Mr David Scllwood, who has also sought to reproduce the 
essentials of the press described by Pegge. A nut was held in a vice; a three-quarter-inch 
screw through the nut was turned by a nine-inch spanner, on which the force of two hands 
pushing or pulling was estimated to he approximately equal to the force on tw'o handles of 
one hand pushing and one hand pulling; below' the screw two bars of mild steel punched with 
simple designs represented the dies; and between these bars blanks 15-millimetres in 
diameter of cast and annealed aluminium were selected as approximating to the hardness of 
copper. It proved hard to turn the screw with only a nine-inch purchase, and the resulting 
impressions were weak and unsatisfactory. The experiment was not, however, conclusive 
either w'ay. 

Other doubts arise over Pegge’s aceount. As can be seen (pi. 16, 5), blanks were not 
‘shorn to a size, and commodiously rounded’, but cut out in a single operation with circular 
cutters. Moreover, the Richard Wood dies, as may be seen from his token (pi. 16, 4). 
neither claimed to be for a halfpenny, nor bore the device of Apollo; and since the token can 
be dated to the 1650s, the issuer did not follow but preceded Edward Wood. It may be 
attributed to the Richard Wood w ho died in 1659, father of Edward (died 170()). whose son 


W. Uoync. TiikciiM issued in die Seeeiiieeitlli Cenliny 
(Loiidoi). IS.SS), p. xii: W'llliamson. p. xliv; DMC Copper. 
pp- .SSIT; Milne. Oxfordshire, p xvi (three issiierx struck 
Itoiii dies dies were used in Oxloidshire . . issuers 
had inl'criot dies made for strikina . . M. Dollcy. An 
unpuhlished seventeenth-century token halfpenny of 
London'. liNJ 2S part .f ( 1957). 659-^1 . his precedini; words 
being 'the fabric of tokens of identical style is so homo- 
geneous that one would be templed to asstiinc that they were 
not siruek by individual tradesmen, but . In February 
1959 he referred to the centralisation of the cutting of the 
token ilies. although the tokens themselves were made 


locally'. iVOf b7 ( 19.59). UK), 

Mr Ernest Uanson liiis kindly reported Mrs Rosemary 
Milward's findings that Wood wills, and inventories til their 
establishment, neither itemise the dies nor mention (more 
difficult to tiverlook) a press. For their relerenees. .ind the 
description of Edward W'ootl. see T.D. Whillcl. Derbyshire 
apothecaries' tokens and their issuers'. Deihyshiie .'Xieiuieo- 
toyieu! Journal. lOS (19SH). b6-76 (al pp. 71-2. 7(i). 

D. R. Cooper. The An and Crtifi of Cihninukini’ 
(London. I9SS). pp. 4.5-rrl); O .Smith. /bv.vv-irorAmg ol 
inetids (New York. 1896). pp. 22.'?- .'(Z. 



Richard (dead by 1715) was not born until 1657; it was the second Richard’s 'feeble-minded’ 
son Edward who died in 1757 shortly before Pegge wrote. 

Suffieient difficulties are raised by Pegge’s description of a press for everything he wrote 
about it to be considered, if other evidence requires it, a misconception. For example, at the 
Wood house, where three generations had been apothecaries, there might have been an oil 
press ‘for the draw'ing of oyles by pressure out of any sort of ingredient’, or a tincture pre.ss 
for expressing the alcohol from vegetable tissues.-'* The only other report of a token press, 
apparently, comes from the premises in Kendal of Thomas Sandes, a cloth merchant and 
token issuer, where what were identified as two coining presses and other instruments of his 
‘mint’ had been found ‘a few years ago’ in 1832; no further details seem to be available, 
except that twenty years later their location was unknown.-- Nicholson was clearly aware of 
Pegge’s account, indeed his general remarks on tokens copy those of Pegge almost word for 
word. His identification of coining pres.ses may have no greater independence. 

Indeed, the technical requirements of coining really put Pegge’s press beyond serious 
consideration as one designed for coining. His plate illustrates Edward Wood’s two dies on 
square bodies, which are entirely typical of the token dies which survive; and such dies are 
for mounting in a screw press. Appropriately he allows for an iron screw; yet long metal 
screws at that period had to be laboriously cut w'ith chisel or file, and were consequently 
more expensive than the economics of token production are likely to have supported, even 
if these supposed local mints were in towns rather than every village. Moreover, the heavy 
blow needed for coining (le.ss, admittedly, for small coins), and the high torque transmitted 
from the suddenly-arrested lever to the base of the press, required both a screw and a frame 
of the strongest materials available, already bronze or wrought iron in the sixteenth 
century.-*’ A capstan-type press with its squeezing motion, and a frame of wood, are just not 
credible. A wooden-framed press would have sufficed only to flatten cloth, to press chee.ses, 
to imprint paper, or to crush fruit. 

In the Borough of Marlborough Chamberlain's Accounts for 1669-70 appears the 
following entry; 


l .V. <1. 

Pd for bringins: the L;ist failliinges 

Barrel Letter paper and ihreed and mendinge of one of the Engines 111 i(j 

Mr E. G. 1 1. Kempson understood this engine to be a home-made press for stamping tokens 
locally, the 'farthinges' being farthing blanks transported in the barrel. It is possible, 
how'ever, to see the farthings and engines as separate items, connected only through having 
been transacted together on the same visit to London. The engines could be fire engines, 
like the 'engine to quench fire’ which Gloucester ordered from London in 1648, Reading in 


Wliiuct. 'Ucrbvslnrc'. pp. One may suppose the 

iticharcl Wood dies to have been more eursorily examined or 
less fully recorded than the set possessed and engraved by 
Pegge. As an alleinalive explanation. Dr Juanita Hurnby 
tells me lhal at Ihe relevani period there was in Chesierlield 
at least one other Richard Wood, who might have been the 
issuer of Ihe known token, espeeially in view of its lack ol 
allusion to apothecaries. 

■' R. Holme. The Aciiilrmy t>l /[riiion (( hester. IliKS). 
Book III. Chapter xi. paragraphs xiv-xv. |oi an oil press A 
screw-press appears in the background of Der Olmacher' in 
II. Sachs. Eyyifiillnltc /Icschicihiiiii' iillri Sliiiidc (inll Erilfii 
(Frankfurt am Main. I.sbSl. sig e.ii; repiinted asp. Klhol J. 
.Amman & 1 1. Sachs. 77;e fioo'k of l’nidcs (New York. 197.7). 


t he mention of a ImcUire press is due to Di W'Intlet. who 
informed me in I9S5 dial they would be the only type of press 
common in seventeenth-century apothecaries' shops. 

7' C. Nicholson. Hic Aiiiui!.\ of Kciuliit (Kendal. i8.i2|. pp 
11)7-9. VV. 1 1. Brocken. The Truik'siuen'\ Tokenx ini ihe /7//i 
eeillliryl o/' ( iiinherliinil iiiul Wesniinilitnd (Ciateshead. 
18.S.7). p. 

R. II. riiompson. Meelianisation at the seventeenth- 
century l.ondon mint: the teslimonyol tokens', in Slelidhiri'y 
III lyluitiisiiiuiKs. .7 (lorlheommg); A. I* Lshei. Maehines 
and meelianisms'. in A llisitiiy of Teehiudoii) . edited by 
Charles Singer |and niiiersj. in (fJxIord. I9.s7|. pp, 
72-) — lb (al pp. 7.7b. .77S): C ooper. Cniiimiikiiiji. p. kl 



1665, and Norwich in 1679. That this is indeed the correct explanation Mr Kempson 
accepted in 1985, after finding references to engines in the Chamberlain's Accounts back to 
1649, the Marlborough Karthings being all dated 1668. I hey included in 1650 a payment To 
Mr Hunt for the engine and carriage . . . £32’, which bears comparison with the 
London-made Engine, a word which ‘use in this City hath confined to signihe that which is 
used to quench Scare-fires therein . . . William Burroughs City Founder . . . hath made 
about threescore of these Engines for City and Country . . . the price thereof [mayl be 
compassed for thirty five pounds’."^ 

Local token mints would have required not only presses but also supplies of blanks. Yet 
certain specimens lack a segment from their circumference which is cut along the arc of 
another circle of the same size (pi. 16, 5). thus showing that the blanks were cut out from a 
rolled-out sheet of metal by means of a circular cutter; the helpful American term is ‘curved 
clip'. Moreover, the evidence of Bristol farthings is that the blanks for at least these town 
pieces were made to a standard weight, the standard lying in the number to be struck from a 
pound of the metal.-''* fairther. certain tokens incorporate plugs of a different metal (pi. 16, 
6), just as did various Commonwealth patterns as a precaution against counterfeiting. 

The production of blanks, therefore, used more sophisticated equipment, methods, and 
controls than many localities are likely to have had available. Moreover, these are 
expensive; melting, rolling, and blank-cutting are the most capital-intensive operations of a 
modern mint.-'' Published analyses provide little support for the localised or regional 
production of blanks: tokens of pure copper came from Cambridge, Devon, Gloucester. 
Kent. London & Middlesex, Norfolk, Somerset. Suffolk and Warwickshire (Coventry); low 
zinc brass from Bristol, Gloucester, Kent, London & Middlesex, Norfolk and Oxfordshire; 
standard calamine brass from Kent, London and Surrey; higher zinc brass from Norfolk and 
Somerset; and high zinc brass from Somerset.'*' To suppose that not only dies but blanks 
also (and presses?) were supplied from London for unskilled local striking seems an 
extravagant notion, and a tactical nonsense. Neither do the differing metals point to 
different mints, for they occur with the same pairs of dies. The hypothesis of London dies 
and local mints looks quite improbable, with little real support and much against it. Better 
to turn to the third hypothesis. 

London Mint and Localised Dies 

It has been established that the dies for the scvcntcenth-ccntury tokens were normally made 
in London, and that the supposed evidence for their use locally does not really stand up. 
They were normally struck on well-made blanks cut from sheet metal by circular cutters; 
they were struck with the die faces properly held in the same plane; obverse and reverse dies 
appear to have been physically inter-changeable, yet never to have been interchanged. 'Lhc 
evidence of die axis in particular argues strongly against local striking as the normal method 


r.. G. 11. K[cmpsoii|. I'lic Miirlhonmgli i(>licii cinniigc 
ol tliL- 17lh ccnliirv'. Hcpi/rl of {lie SturlhorouKh Cottv^c 
i\iiii(r(il History .'iodely. mi. It)l (1%I). .'1-45 (;il pp. .i.t. 
.’5|. Glmiccslorshirc RcctiiU Ollkv. l.t77'14.S2: Cily of 
Gloutcslci Miiiulfs lfi,t2-5f>. p. 447; Koval Conmiissioii on 
I liMorical Manuscripts. Elt'vcitili Rcj>on. Aji/ifinlix. Pun VH 
(London. ISSK). p. 1% (lor Reading); DL-posiiioiis taken 
heforc the Mayor & Altkrim’ti ofHorn idt. jattiij. 

Extrat ts Iroiii the Conn Hooks of the ( tty of Noneidl, 
IM/y-lftRS. edited hy Waltei Rye (Norsiieh. I'JII.S). p I5.t; 
T Fuller. The History of the Worthies oj EiiylaiiJ (London. 
Ifi(>2). Pall ii. London, p IVI. Even closer to Marlliorougli's 
costs was llerlfoid s I6S4 payment ol LI to the man that 


came downc witli the Lngine' from London, .ind t.t| for die 
Ingine itself; G. V. RlackMone. A History of the liritish Eire 
Sereice (London. |y.s7). p, .SI. see also pp. 2(>-y. 

Other c.\am|ilcs of ■ciirvcil clips' ate SC HI .tl and .'S, 
Norweby4. 4.41. 471), ‘Gd. 102(1, I0S,S. ami I72.S. For llrislol 
see SC HI 48. Norweli Fokens P;itl II. pp, xxvi-xxxii 

For example, at the end of IV67 in the Operative 
ncparinieni ,ii Tower Hill were cniploycil on melling and 
2.4.4 011 rolling, cutting, annealing and nmrking. against l?7 on 
the actual coining. Royal Mint Aiiiitial Re/tort. W ( IdfiS). p. 
.'d. 

Mitchinci. ■Chemical composition.s'. pp. l48-.s(). 
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of production. Dies with square bodies are capable of being placed in four different relative 
positions. While issues not infrequently exhibit two die axes, they seldom exhibit more; and 
tnany exhibit a consistent axis on every specimen examined, for example John Gaynes of 
Olney. Bucks., with forty-three specimens all at 180°. 

The best case is that of the Bristol farthings dated 1652-62. Two die-pairings exhibit two 
different axes, showing that variation was technically possible; but 124 dic-pairings exhibit a 
single consistent axis, although as many as seventy-eight die-duplicates have been 
examined. Thus, great care and consistency were exercised in the use of the dies, such as a 
professional establishment would provide. '- One may conclude that where the dies were 
sunk from punches, where there was the equipment for rolling out metal and cutting out 
circular blanks, where there was the skilled personnel, there also were these tokens struck: 
at the Mint in the Tower of London. 

Once an i.ssuer’s tokens had been struck off. what was to be done with the dies? It is 
evident from the tokens themselves that dies were not necessarily destroyed or rc-cyclcd, 
and that an issuer .sometimes returned a decade or more later for a repeat order which 
employed one old die and a new one by a different diesinker.-^-^ Moreover, there is 
occasionally a die-link between successive proprietors of the one establishment, as at the 
sign of'I'he Leopoldus in Dover (pi. 16, 7-8), where the same obverse die was used with a 1651 
reverse bearing the initials D| CM. and a 1666 reverse bearing the initials F| GM. There are really 
only two places in which such dies might have been stored: with the issuer, or at the Mint. 

In 1650 the view was that it should be treason to make farthings anywhere but in the Mint; 
and in 1652, that if tools used in making copper farthings were kept by private persons, it 
w'ould be impossible to prevent counterfeiting. It seems likely, therefore, that the Mint, or 
rather the moneyers, were prepared to store token dies and retrieve them on demand, 
despite the problems of warehousing. In the absence of token dies surviving in the Mint to 
the present it may be impossible to prove that this happened. Consider, however, current 
practice at the Rijks Munt, Lltrecht. Tens of thousands of dies are stored and readily 
retrieved for the same private contractor; if a proprietor insists on taking his dies he can 
(they arc first made unusable if they bear the mint master's privy mark), but for a repeat 
order he must pay as though for new dies, on the grounds that the Mint does not know in 
what conditions the dies have been kept.^’^ 

This alternative of dies delivered to an issuer, or as one might say, localised, can be 
hypothesi.sed for seventeenth-century tokens also. As early as 1651/2 a cost for dies was 
identilied to an issuer of tokens attributable to Ramage (pi. 16. 9); 'Brassc Tokens & for a 
Box to put them in & Two steclc stamps 18s. 2d.' Other examples are Gloucester's 1656-7 
payment for the 'Stampe' for the City farthings, and Marlborough's 1668-9 payment for the 
‘Stampes'. Knowing that the cost of his tokens included a charge for dies, an issuer may w'cll 
have fell the right to receive any dies w'hich remained serviceable. Having been paid for, 
they could be considered his property; and inasmuch as they might be used again, they had a 
value. Conceivably this might have been an option available for a small extra charge, but 
more likely not. That it was an option is evident from Norwich. On 28 September 1667 the 


'' U. Hcriv iiiul I’ Miirk-y. A roviscU miivcv iil Ilu- 
scvciitLXTHh-tvnlurv tokens <if nuckmetKimshire'. liSJ -t.’ 
(I')7.S). ‘Kv-U.S. pis. iii-iv (ill p. 1 I.S. no M'l. 

SCIil -W. Nonsvh lokens [’;irl II. pp. \vij-\xo . I his 
care and consistency remains inic c\cn alter the ivcoenmon 
o| occasional spoiling!' on dies to lacilnatc (hiii not compel I a 
coiisislcnl avis, lor which see I'hompson. 'Mechanisation' 
rills paper also discusses rollers, cutters, anil presses lor 
tokens. 

" e.i;. sen 1 .7 1 and .sS, "Sorweli Wl. 271-^72. .■'lilt. Ss.s-S.sh, 
‘>ll.S. I fss. .mil 1 777. 


■' CSI‘ Dorn. p. 1,S2. anil l<>>l-2. p, 2.^S: 
tfl lli4‘ ( tnkcus, Miutnis. iitui Si'til\ in llir .\lii\i'inn 

III ihi’ lliiyiil Mini, hy W'llliani John llockiii” (l.ondoii. 
Ivtl6 nil: Dr .V A. J Sehellersol the Kijks Muni Museum. 
Lllreehl. pels eoiniii.. Ml .Sept IVS'S Siniilarli tin Koval 
Mint at l.laiilrisanl sioies iiieil.il ilies laiiil the iieeess.iiy 
master looK) lor liilurc use. allh'itieh a private client m.iy on 
iii|iiesi lake what are his pro)ienv; lor a repeal ordei no 
special ehaivre lel.ilini: to the dies o made unless they leiiuiie 
replacement oi siilistanlial renocation i.Mi (iraham Dyer, 
pets eonini . M\ .\iieusi IWt) 
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Corporation desired Christopher Jay, MP. when next in London, to advise about coining 
farthings; on 14 November he was requested to send for two hundredweight of farthings, 
and to ‘take care that the stamp of the said farthings be sent down’.’-'' 

So it is that a 1667 Cdoucester die survives in Gloucester, with wax impressions from 
Gloucester dies of 1654 and 1669. Pegge illustrated two Chesterfield dies found in 
Chesterfield. Two 1666 obverses of a Rickmansworth issuer were (and arc understood to be 
still) in the possession of descendants. Kendal dies of 1667 were found in Kendal. A 1669 
Pulborough die was found in Pulborough. Dies for the Henley on I hamcs 1669 halfpence 
and farthings are still in the possession of that or a successor corporation; and the 1670 
Beccles Farthing dies survive in Beccles. A 1670 die known to be the reverse for Thomas 
Dawson in Leeds was in Thoresby’s museum at Leeds. 

The survival of dies lacking any known association with the place of issue may also be 
noted. A pair of dies for Kineton are preserved in the Ashmolean Museum. Dies for the 
Stourbridge halfpenny, and for Francis Waterman of Faversham, were in an earlv 
ninctccnth-ccntury sale. A reverse die naming Bristenv Place. Chippenham (Williamson. 
Wiltshire 47). and the reverse die for Christopher Simson in York, were in the British 
Museum from 1865, but sadly must have been lost in the war-time destruction. The 1657 
reverse die for Thomas Brinkwell of Foxearth in Essex survived long enough to be struck on 
a William and Mary halfpenny, and the pair of 1668 dies for John Hoopes of York long 
enough to be struck on worn W'illiam 111 halfpence. 

Tokens struck onto other tokens do not really amount to evidence of local striking, which 
w'as Boon’s conclusion in the case of a 1668 Abergele penny overstruck on a 1669 penny 
from Corwen. about thirty miles away. The overstrike is well centred, w'ith both die faces 
properly held in the same plane, and it looks professionally struck; overtype and, 
apparently, undertype (the illustrated specimen is much worn) fall within the same 
Preston-Morley & Pegg group K; and the overstrike could be attributed to confusion at a 
central minting-place if two issuers ordering at about the same time differed in how' they 
dated their forthcoming issues. This explanation is particularly compelling in the light of an 
overstrike the other way around, Corw'en over Abergele, which Mr Boon was shown by 
Mr Roger Shuttlew'orth in 1979. Further support may be found when other overstrikes are 
properly published, for example John Stewart of Belfast, 1657, on a City of Wells token of 
the same date.-^*^ 


'' Chtinhmtideiis' Accoui\is oj S. Ediminil A S. Thoiims. 
Suniin. Ndd- 1702. irilh odjcr doctinieni.s. |cdilcd| hy I Icnry 
James Fowlc Swaync (Salisbury. IS%). p. 22.S, a reforenec I 
owe to Mr E. G. H. Kenipsoii; R, H. 'I hompson. Gloueestcr 
farthings. 1657-1662'. BNJ 45 (1975), 77- 91. pi. vii (at p. 
S4); Kempson. ■Marlborough', p. .54; Williamson, p. S6S. 

Owen Parsons on behalf ol Gloucester City Museum. 
’E.xhibitions'. 29 pan 2 (1959). 4.50-1: J. Wellon. 
Sevemeenlh Century Tradetnnen;, Tokens (Newcastle upon 
Tyne. 1969), p. 55, for an illustration of the 1667 Gloucester 
die; Williamson, p. .522, for Rickmansworth. and inf. Mr 
Peter Preston-Morley; fJiockctl. Ciirnherlitnd iinil We.'tiinor- 
lititd. p. 8. for Kendal: J. Lowe-W'arren. Siisse.x Tokens 
(London. IK88). p. 9, for Pulborough (perhaps a pairof dies); 
Thompson. Mechanisation', for Henley and Beccles; R. 
fhoresby. Dueniits Leodiensis. 2nd edn (Leeds and 
W'akelield. 1816), '.Musaeuin Thorcsbyanum: a catalogue 
and description of the natural and arlilicial rarities', p. 52. 

Milne. Oxfordshire . p. xvii; Leigh. Sotheby & Son. 2-6 
May 1803. .4 enuilogiie ol the . . . eolleelion . . . of the hue 
George llollinginii Harkcr, Esq., of Birmingham [London, 
1805). p, 20. lot .591. a reference I owe to Mr P. Preston- 


Morley. Catalogue of Dies in British Mu.seuni. [by 15. F j 
■•Mien. [ 19,'-| (British Museum. Department of Coins and 
Medals, ms ). I92bis. 195. their diameters |sc. of the striking 
face] being recorded ;is ,68 and .8 [inehesj respectively, and 
their measurements as 1.7 si|[uare] x 1.2. and 1.6s(,|. x 1.6; 
W'. Gilbert. [A coin of Zenobia: an overstruck halfpcnnyj. 

, VC 5th scr. 6 (1926). Proceedings, 7; W'illiamson. Yorkshire 
41)1 and note, and Glendining & Co.. 6 March 1974. 
Catalogue of important Scottish Gold Coins . . . Yorkshtre 
Tokens , . . lelc.j [London. 1974). p 7(1. hit 286. 

G.C. Boon. An overstruek scventcenlh-cemury token 
of Abergele (Denbs.)', SCMB (197(1), 268-9, and Welsh 
Tokens of the Seventeenth Century (Cardiff, 1975). pp. 85. 
102: P. Preston-Morley and II Pegg. A revised survey of Ihe 
seventeenth-century tokens of Nottinghamshire'. liS'J 51 
(1981). 134-96. pis. .wi-xxiii (at pp. 172-5. pis. xx-xxi [= pp, 
.59-40. pis. 5-6 in the rcprini[): W. A Seaby. A bond for 
issuers of Youghal tokens'. Journal oj the Royal Society ol 
Antiquaries of Ireland. 101 part 2 ( 1971). l61-,5 (at note 10). 
Sec now M. J. Dickinson and R. H, Thompson, 'Three 
seventeenth-centurv tokens overstruek on others'. Ndre 97 
(1989). .525-6. 
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Allernalively, to economise on the cost of blanks in the event of a rc-issuc. dies if held 
locally might have been sent up to the Mint accompanied by the token stock of another 
issuer who had failed or died, or by any accumulation of tokens which a tradesman could not 
hope to return to their distant issuers. The average distance people travelled to market in 
England and Wales as a whole was seven miles; so that in scvcnteenth-century terms 
Abergele to Corwen was far, as were the localities involved in the comparable case of a 1664 
Southampton token overstruck on a 1665(?) token of Ringwood, about twenty-five miles 
distant via Romsey and the New Forest. 

It has to be accepted, however, that with dies held locally some attempt might have been 
made to use them locally. Often there must have been one die only (whence dic-links 
between the work of different diesinkers). When there was a pair, the difficulty of 
substituting for the four-screw chucks which held the square dies, the absence of 
appropriate iron presses to provide sufficient force, and the problems of acquiring a supply 
of suitable blanks, arc likely to have resulted in the sort of object shown in pi. 16, 10. The 
same London dies as in pi. 16, 9 have been applied to a mis-shapen disc of pewter, with the 
impressions only partly registered. The case of the Salisbury St Edmund communion token 
suggests, incidentally, that the specific mention of dies in local records may be evidence of 
the receipt of dies locally. 

Conclusion, and Documentary Support 

The striking of tokens in London and subsequent localisation of the dies is the hypothesis 
which best reconciles both documentary evidence and the physical evidence of the main 
series of tokens. This judgment needs to be qualified in respect of Ireland, where local styles 
of diesinking appear beside London styles, and token manufacture has been documented in 
Dublin and Waterford.^'* Nevertheless, in England and Wales, only a handful of 
seventeenth-century tokens are not of a London style. If there were small-scale local 
operations, perhaps casting from moulds, perhaps hand-striking from engraved dies, they 
have still to be substantiated. 

Once the essential correctness of the third hypothesis is accepted, various documentary 
references are seen to support it. In 1636-7 Gloucester paid on account of its farthings ’for 
cariedge postage of them and about them’; so those Gloucester farthings were evidently not 
struck in Gloucester, where a later Gloucester farthing die yet survives. Marlborough, 
similarly, paid for carriage of farthings on four occasions between 1668-9 and 1671-2; and 
Sherborne's 'Account for the Farthings' includes three payments for 'carriage' between 
1669 and 1672, and one For 'Cariage of the Farthings'.'" 

Certain records relating to the productit)n of tokens specifically mention London. 
Salisbury City Council decided in 1658 that ‘Mr William Stone and Mr James Flccly doc 
nowc in London take course for stamping of Five pounds worth of farthings'. Grantham in 

1667 ordered that the Chamberlain 'do send to London for brass half-pence'; and Stamford 
Corporation, referring in 1668 to the town halfpence 'lately come from London', agreed 
that the mayor 'shall send the moneys agaync to London for more halfe penys’. Wisbech in 

1668 ordered the town bailiff ‘to lay oute five or ten pounds in farthings at London'. In 
Lincoln in 1669 it was 'ordered and agreed upon that one stamp . . . shall be forthwith 


A. Evcrilt. riiL' niiirkcliiig cl aj;: iLiilliiral produLc'. iii 
The AgrarUm llistiiry of Eii^ltiiul iiitil Wales, iv. L'dilcil liy 
-loan Thirsk (Fainliridiic, IVfO). pp. 4fif)-sy2 (al pp. 4yS-yF 
U. P. While. 't\ Hairipshirc sevenicciilh-cciiliirv uikcn 
ovcrsirikc'. tfiiltelin - Tnkeii CDirespoiuUiiti Soiiety. I 
(l'>7l-.q. i.w-y. 


■*" C Oallauher. ■p<isl-R(.">U'raliiiii Insli lokcns: a tlaeu. 
mcillary perspeclivc'. Ilriiish & Irish Tokens Joiiiiial. I 
(PM)). I I-2S (al pp. 17, Pn. 

■" Ihiimpsoii. (aoiieeslct larihiiies'. p )<4; Kempsim. 
Marlhomueh'. pp -W 5; Maureen Weliislnek. .'>iiiilie\ in 
Dorset IlisUiry (liorehesler. PaS.^). pp. .‘>7-7. 
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provided and gotten, and so many halfpennies stamped therewith as twenty pounds will 
purchase’, which the sheriffs were to pay to the mayor ‘as soon as they can get them from 
London’. In 1670 the Norwich mayor, aldermen etc. sought pardon for having ‘sent to 
London and had some farthings coined for them’, and the Great Yarmouth bailiffs etc. for 
vending and exchanging halfpence and farthings; ‘They sent for some to London’. ''' 

These references are confined to tokens issued by corporations, but it is from 
corporations, of course, that almost all first-hand evidence of token-issuing survives; and 
the private and corporate issues are of identical fabric. The Oxford chandler whom Hearnc 
interviewed to so little effect might be expected to have had more than a vague memory of 
‘Coyning’ if he had been obliged to set up and learn to use a screw press. The other 
contemporary statements mentioned at the beginning may be understood either to have 
been ignorant of the real circumstances, or to mean that tradesmen cciiisecl farthings to he 
minted, a possibility for w hich, indeed, some of the statements allow. 

It is allowed also by the 1672 proclamation against the tokens w'hich, while referring to 
their issuers as ‘makers’ and ‘private stampers’, starts by charging that several Persons and 
Corporations . . . have presumed to anise certain pieces ... to be stamped with their 
private stamps’. The allowance of this possibility while tokens were still being produced is 
itself significant. Moreover, an order in council and a further proclamation in 1674 
inveighed against those who were continuing to utter and use tokens, not against anyone 
who was continuing to make them. Most of those who had made tokens must by then have 
been engaged in producing his majesty’s farthings and halfpence of copper; although 
references in 166U to ‘Presses for making Farthings . . . about London’, and to implements 
of coining openly sold, indicate that there may have been production in London outside as 
well as inside the Mint. Again, in 1672 it was represented to the Privy Council that ’several 
presses &c. for coining are known to be in several parts of London, Middlesex and 
Surrey’.'''’ Any products of such extramural activities have yet to be identified; they may well 
have been isolated episodes, suppressed as soon as they occurred. 

The lack of even an incidental mention in the Mint records may cause surprise, but the 
tokens must have been private business for the moneyers, the members of that soi-disant 
corporation whose last provost in 1848 took its records from the Mint, never more to be 
seen.'"’ In fact one document does appear to provide evidence for the production of tokens 
specifically in the Mint. A certain James Yard(?) from Amsterdam offered Sir Robert Stone 
in 1652 an opinion on the problems of the English mint which includes the follow'ing:'*^ 

And wc hcai - I pray enquire the truth of it - that your mint in the Tower of London is come to sueh contempt, 
where you were wont to coin forty thousand pounds ;i week and tibove twenty thousand pounds a week 
constantly in gold and silver, there is not so much coined in a year as was within this five year coined in a week, 
and that now your coin in your mint [is] nothing almost but counters anti farthings. It if shoultl be true, which 1 


'- C. M. Rowe. SulisbKry's Local Coinage (Salisbury. 
]%()), p. 7.S; .t. Simpson, A List of the Lincoln.sliiie .SVr/cv of 
Tradesmen's Token’t & Town Tieces of the Sevenleenth 
Century (London. ((S7d|). pp. 24. 4(i; Boyne. Sevenleenth 
Century . p, 3t); Smith. Lincolnshire, p. 2.S; CSP Doni. 1670. 
pp. 447; 562. 

■' Hcarnc. Remarks and Collections . iv. 2t)7. 

Kempson. Indictments', pp. 127. 12K; Williamson, p 

27.3, 

■“ liv the King a Proclamation for making ciirrenl his 
Majesty's Parihings and Halji>encc of Copper and forbidding 
all others to hi'(oed( W'liitehall. 1672). emphasis supplied, the 
text being most conveniently tivailahic in Williamson, pp. 
xxi-xxii. il.MC Cupper, pp. 6(15-6. or Seventeenth-Century 
Economic Documents, edited by Joan Thirsk and J. P. 


Cooper (Oxford. IU72). pp 6S(>- 1 ; RMC Copper, pp. 606-7. 
lor the order and proelamalion. it being at the same time 
reiterated that making was tin offence: II. W. Ilenfrey. 
Numismatu CromweUiana (London. IS77). p, 158, anil CSP 
Dont. /Wrf/-/. p. .307; C .VP /Jo/n, /672.p.28.3. W'hal wasbeing 
coined is not specilied. but in sei/'ing 'the said coiners with 
their presses and eouiUerleil coin, the nie.ssengers employed 
|werc| to take the assistance and directions of Mr Ciarroll 
herein', i.e, John Garill the proseetitoi of token issuers 
(Craig, The Mint. p. 173). Craig adds that the wtirden of the 
Mint was ordered to seek out and destroy all private presses. 

M. Lewis. Ancestors (London. I%6). pp. IKV-20O. 

■*’ Thirsk and Cooper. Sevenieentli-Ceiiiiirv Economic 
Documents, pp. 644-5 
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pray empiire ihe thing out, it is a high dishonour to the nation in so sacred a place as the mint is, to coin nothing 
but counters and farthings and in so famous a mint as the Tower of London, For the honour of the nation, use 
your interest to let their mint not be employed rather than suffer such trumpery as counters or larthings to be 
made w'ithin the walls. 

Evidently the moneyers preferred to be employed, even on such ‘trumpery’ as farthings, a 
word which must mean tokens. 


UhiSDMUons (pi. 16) 

1. Travctling Token Minicn of the IJth Century, signed ’CLirFORD Tiio.mi’son l'J2r (the L of cliffoiid is 
large and superimposed on the C, so that the name might possibly be 'C. \or G.| Lifford', or 'Gifford L.‘); pen 
and ink drawing, lll'o x b-Yi ms. = x 17 cm.; seen on sale in The Hague in IdSl. and purchased by Mr 
Philip Grccnall. wdio has kindly permitted reproduction of it here. 

2-3. Ohv. -wiLLlA.vi GUOVEs around Grocers’ Arms (but five cloves only m duel), same oh\ . die. reverses. 

•iN Siiti-FhibLU- around iwirv -. and in siiLi i okl) around ■ ■ liwii.i- ■ Norweb 47 and 4.S; Norweb 
specimens. 

4. Ohv. KicilAiU) \vooD around three woodmen walking left in less bearing staffs or similar, accompanieil by 
a dog. rev. t)!- fiitsiERl tiLD around R W'; Williamson. Derbyshire 48; British Museum specimen. 

.S. Curved clip': Obv. TllF-.ARMES OF BRISTOLL around a castle, right. ;md issuing therefrom a shiii. sails 
spread and Hags Hying on mainina.st and foremast, rev. -.A-URisroLL fariiiing around c ti ko’i r ; as SClil .>8. 
Norweb 1494; R. 11. Thompson specimen. 

6. Obv. siMON 'iVRNER NEs:!' • arouiid Cuocers' Arms, rev. TJii-i’lE ai-.M-GaTE :- around magpie left, in 
chief I”; W'llhamson. London (18; Norweb Collection. Biass with central plug missing (plug of copper in a 
second specimen). 

7-8. Obv. AT 'I 111- l.EOi'vi.iJvs around half-length ligure of St Leopold of Austria holding staff, crown beside, 
same obv. die. rev.w in oox er Iosi around D-ic -M. and lN I)0\ F.RTi'iSii around F iGM: Williamson. Kent 2111 
and 211; British Museum specimens. 

9. Ohv. l-n.M IN SAR\ l.vi iNsi around skull, rev. ll- TIIOV HI I l-TVFS'l around heart; Williamson. Wiltshire 202 
but EGM (no stops between); Devizes Museum specimen. 

It). Same dies as lig. 9 struck on lead or pewter; British Museum specimen. 











SHORT ARTICLES AND NOTES 
AN ADDITION TO THE COINAGE OF BERGERAC 

B. J. COOK 


All the coins issued by Henry of Lancaster as lord of 
Bergerac are rare.' Some arc known by single speci- 
mens, to which group can now be added another. The 
piece in question is in fact a fragment, apparently a cut 
or broken half of a coin, but which also seems to have 
had an outer circle of legend and design removed, 
making it little more than a third of the original piece. 
Yet enough survives to make the addition of another 
type to the Bergerac series probable. 

The coin surfaced among a small collection of late 
medieval pieces sent to the British Museum for 
identilication by Mr .A. Cherry of Bournemouth. Mr 
Cherry has most generously donated the piece to the 
British Museum. 

The details of the coin are as follows (pi. 19, 1). 
Ohv.-. ( )/LAl-NCE 

Long cross dividing legend, three pellets in 
each angle. 

Rev. DNS: BKAGA ( ) (annulct punctuation) 

Rear part of leopard to left within inner circle. 
Wt: ().84g. Die axis: 190“. 

On both sides of the coin it is just about possible to sec 
that the piece originally extended beyond the apparent 
outer eilge of the coin. .At a couple of points the feet of 
letters are just visible and the cross also seems to 
continue beyond the present outer circle. 

The piece is clearly from Bergerac, dominus Bragai- 
rad in abbreviated form being the title used on this 
coinage. The obverse legend would be something like 
iiEN.^COM (or DUXj.'LAl.'NCE, the extra I being a spacc- 
I'tllerofasort well-known in the Anglo-Gallic coinages 
(c.g. Elias 68a. 135, 136). As Elias noted, most of the 
Bergerac coins are imitations of coins of Aquitaine, 
and a look at the Gascon coinage gives the prototype 
for the new piece. The probable long cross and the 
distinctive form of the seated leopard, with its tail 
waving in the air. distinguish it from the gros au 
leopard passant (pi. 19, 4). known in both Aquitanian 
and Bergerac forms (Elias 59 and 132). The form of 


' For the coinage of Bergerac see E. R. Duncan Elias, ‘The 
coinage of Bergerac 1347-1.161', RNJ 49 (1979), .36-73, and 
The Aiiglo-CJdllic Coim (London/Faris. 1984). pp. 151-61. 
The Elias numbers given in the IcxI refer to the latter work. 


the leopard resembles that used on the gros au leopard 
couchant (Elias 68a). but the obverse design is 
completely different (pi. 19, 3). There remains the 
gros au leopard a la croix longue (Elias 55). a rare 
piece even in its A(.|uitanian incarnation (pi. 19, 2), 
Elias's description of this coin is as follows. 

Ob 1’. /ED'.'REX/AN(i,'t.l E.' 

,'15ND.'ICT/V:S1 l:N.O.ME:DNI':NRI:DEI' 

Long cross dividing both legends, three pellets 
in each angle. 

Rev. +DVX;Ac rrANiE (key between N and I) 

Crowned leopartl to left within inner circle. 
Tressure of arches containing leaves. 

(Elias notes that his reading for the beginning and end 

of the outer legend is conjectural. )- 

The match between the two pieces is obvious: the 

same design, and with names and titles in the same 

places. 

Slotting the piece into the Bergerac series in accord- 
ance with this match would place it among the issues 
with the title earl of Lancaster, before 1351. (The 
obverse legend thus probably read 1 1 LN.COM/Lai NCE.) 
Elias places the A<)uitanian version as perhaps follow- 
ing the gros tournois a la couronne (issued from 1337 
to 1341), as a counterpart to the French gros a la lleur 
de lis. He remarks of the Aquitanian coin: ‘Curiously 
enough this coin was - as far as we know - not imitated 
in Bergerac, whereas the gros a la fleur de lis was.'' It 
now appears that we do have a Bergerac equivalent of 
the gros au leopard a la croix longue, as well as of the 
French piece to which il may have been the counter- 
part. However, Elias remarks of the single known 
specimen of the latter that ‘sincere doubts as to its 
authenticity may be raiseil'.'* 

In conclusion, the new piece adds a possible 
fifteenth type to the coinage of Bergerac, anti a tenth 
to the period 1347-51. giving support to Elias' careful 
conjectures as to mint activity at Bergerac. 


- Elias. The Aii^lo-Callic Cviin. p, 91. 

' Elias, The Aiij’lo-Gallic Coim. p, 92. 

■* Elias, ‘'rhe coinage ol Bergerac*, p. 66. 



THE COINAGE OF THE MARIANS IN EDINBURGH CASTLE 

IN 1572 - AN ADDENDUM 


D. J. RAMPLING and J. E. L. MURRAY 


TtlE purpose of this note is to record two further coins 
which may be subsumed as 'Marian' issues. ' One, a 
forty-penny piece of 1572, can be attributed with some 
certainty to the Marians, as it appears to be from the 
same hand as the two half-merk pieces already asc- 
ribed to this coinage. The other, a ryal of Mary dated 
1567, and bearing the revaluation countermark of 
1578, is sufficiently unusual to distinguish it from the 
regular issue, while the workmanship suggests that the 
dies for this, too, were made by a hand well practised 
in engraving the Scottish symbols. Its attribution to the 
Marian coinage is thus provisional, but consistent with 
the documentary evidence indicating that thirty- 
shilling pieces were manufactured by Mary’s 
adherents.- 

The distinguishing features of the forty-penny piece 
arc the use of pellets to ornament the arms of the 
reverse cross, and the style of the crowns in the 
alternate angles of the cross. The first of these features 
is not restricted to the Marian coins: as explained in 
the original article, pellets on the cross-arms are also 
found on certain half-merks and forty-penny pieces 
which are uiuloubtedly products of the regular mint, 
because of using the same punches as the later issues 
with bars on these cross-arms. (A regular forty-penny 
piece with pellets is illustrated for comparison, being 
from the same reverse die as nos 6 and 7 of the original 
article.) The crowns in the angles of the reverse cross 
of the new forty-penny piece bear a clear resemblance 
to those of the Marian half-merk pieces in that the 


arches are more peaked, and the base of the crown 
more open, than on the regular issue. The obverse die 
does not appear to be represented in photographs of 
published coins, ■* The coin has a somewhat base 
appearance but its weight is correct at 5(1. t) gr. 

The ryal is obviously struck, appears to be of good 
metal, and weighs 460.7 gi.. an acceptably normal 
weight for condition. The countermark is punched in 
and is from a normal punch. The obverse and reverse 
dies are quite dissimilar to those exhibited by any coin 
known to us, including ryals in the collections of the 
British Mu.seum, the Royal Museum of Scotland, the 
Hunterian Museum, and the Ashmolean Museum. 
Obvious distinguishing features of this coin are the 
large date letters, and the increased diameter of the 
circle of pellets enclosing the central design on both 
sides, hut other differences are apparent in all design 
elements. This coin, if not Marian, is almost certainly a 
contemporary production, and quite unlike the cast 
forgeries of later manufacture.’’ 

The only other unusual contemporary ryal recorded 
is the Lockett specimen with an obverse die having 
Henry’s name preceding that of Mary.'’ This coin has 
been regarded urftil now as a contemporary forgery, 
but in examining the complete photographs of Lock- 
ett’s Scottish coins, Mrs Murray noted that the coin 
shares a reverse die with coins of the regular issue, and 
is. in consequence, probably genuine despite its low 
weight. It has none of the properties of the ryal now 
provisionally attributed to a Marian source. 


KEY TO THE PL.ATE 
PLATE 17 

1. Marian half-merk, 1572, Mrs Murray s collection. 

2. Marian forty-penny piece. 1572, Dr Rampling’s collection. 

5. Regular forty-penny piece with pellets. 1572. Dr Stewart’s collection. 

4. Marian thirty-shilling piece. 'ISM', Dr Rampling’s collection. 

5. Normal thirty-shilling piece, 1566. R. C. Lockett, part lot 914. 

6. Henry and Mary thirty-shilling piece, 1566, R. C. Lockett, part lot 91.^. 

(No. I is no. 2 of the original article, repeated for convenient comparison with the Marian foriv-penny piece. 
Nos 5 aiul 6 are from the l.ockett photographs.) 

Arkiiini lalfti'ineiit. Wc arcgialelul lo Dr (an .Stewarl for his 
commeni, in the light of which the second paragraph has I'ccii 
altered; and likewise for providing the coin illiisirated as no. 

5 He also has two non-Manan half-merks with pellets and 
the Marian hall-merk from R C. Lockett's collection. 

' .1. E- 1.. Murrav. 'The coinage of the Marians in 
Edinburgh Castle in 1572'. HS'J 57 (1987). 47-.5.L 
- .4 Dmnuil of Heiinirkahlc Ociurrents ihai liuwe passed 
wiihin die Coiiniry of Sroduiid. edited by f. I'homson. 

Bannalyne Club (Edinburgh, I8.4.>). and Mailland Club 
(Glasgow. I8.1.f). pp. 261 and 297. 

' R. V\' Cochran-Palrick. Records of ihe Cniinifie of 


Scodaiid, (Edinburgh. I876). I. 94-1(16. 

■' The lion ranrpanl is apparently facing Ihe viewer, i.c 
heraldically guardunt, a feature for which wc cannot suggest a 
precedent. 

^ D. J Rampling and N G. Taverner. 'False Seollish 
Ryals’, .NCirc 87 ( lW9). 551). 

R. C. Lockcll Sale Caialogue. Han .XI (1966). Lot 91.1 
(part). I’resumably litis is Ihe s;ime specimen as that listed as 
Lot 26.1 m the R. VV. f ’ochran i’atrick Sale Catalogue ( 19.16), 
where its weight is given as 429 gi I he coin w as exhibited at .i 
meeting of the Bnlish Nuniismalie Soeieh in 1948 by C. \V 
Heck See IINJ 25 ( 1948). .155. 
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FURTHER NOTES ON THE TOWER SHILLINGS OF 

CHARLES I 


MICHAEL SHARP 


CONTINUELI Study of the series h;is revealed the 
following coins; D2/2 m.m. harp, E2''l ni.m. bell. F5/2 
ni.ni. triangle (over anchor llukes to left ohv.) aiul 
H2''l m.m. sceptre. Two additions to Briot's scries 
have tilso been revealed: a coin of the lirst milled issue 
m.m. B. with the reverse legend commencing at 12 
o'clock and a coin of the hammered i.ssue m.m. 
triangle. Two examples of the latter are known, one 
from the Thorpe Hall hoard (19.19), which escaped my 


earlier attentions, and another from the Ryh;ill hoard 
( 19S7). They are die duplicates and their reverses from 
the die used to strike the m.m. triangle (over anchor 
obv.) coin from the Messing hotird (197,S).' 

Further comments on Briot's hammered issues, 
which students may lind helpful, tire thiit they differ 
from coins of the second milled issue in not having a 
lozenge stop behind the m.irk of value and the anchor 
mark has an unbroken ring. 


' 311 (I9S0). I.%, 


A HOARD OF DEFACED FORGED HALFPENCE OF THE 

REIGN OF GEORGE III 

MICHAEL RHODES 


A llOARn of around .123 defaced, forged halfpence, of 
mostly eighteenth-century date, was found in the City 
of l.ondon in March 1981. It was discovered by John 
Schofield and Tim Williams of the Museum of Lon- 
don's Department of Urban Archaeology during the 
inspection of a building site which was being cleared by 
mttchine prior to an archaeological excavation. The 
site lay on the north side of Thames Street, between 
Bennet's Hill to the west, St Peter’s Hill to the east, 
with Queen Victoria Street to the north (TO 
32022<S0904; Museum of London Site Code: PET 81). 
It is now occupied by part of the new City of London 
Boys' School. 

The hoard was recovered from the infill of :m early 
post-medieval cellar in the north-west corner of the 
site. There vvere no signs of a container, but the hoard 
had the appearance of an elongated greenish con- 
glomeration. as if the coins had lain along the bottom 
of a bag or small sack. .About thirty per cent of the 
coins were scattered nearby, suggesting that the hoard 
had been slightly disturbed by the machinery. A map 
of 1799 shows a number of small properties along the 

Ackiiowloilgemeius. I would like to thank a number of 
colleagues in the Museum of London for assisting my 
research, namely: Tim Williams and John Schofield for 
providing details of the site and the circumstances of 
discovery. Suzanne Keene and the Archaeological Conser- 
vation Section for conserving the coins. Trevor l-lursi for 
photography, and Tony Dyson for comment and advice. My 
thanks arc due also to Barrie Cook of the British Museum 
and to Graham Dyer of rhe Royal Mint Museum for useful 
discussions. 


east side of Bennet's Hill, and the cellar probtihly 
belonged to one of these, perhaps that of Number 10. ' 
This part of the site lay outside the limits of the 
archaeological excavation, and there is no further 
information on the cellars, except that they were filled 
in before the construction of wtirehouses in the late 
nineteenth century. The Tithe Books of 1782-1824 
suggest that the cellars belonged either to houses or 
warehouses; Number If) was a warehouse which from 
1820 incorponited a shop.- 

Coiit Details 

When found, many of the coins were held together by 
eorrosion products. After soaking in changes of alka- 
line glycerol for two weeks, the coins were prised apart 
and some received mechanical cleaning. They were 
buffered for two days in a pH b solution of di-sodium 
EDTA, and soaked first in deionized water and then in 
benzotriazole, a corrosion inhibitor. 

The present condition of the coins vanes consider- 
ably. The best show little evidence of having been 

The St Peter's Mill excavation was funded by the City of 
London Archaeological Trust. 

' Horwuotl •> Ptan uj Loiuttm, Wesliiiiiislcr. Southwnrk. 
and Parts Adjoining (London 1792-99), 

- Guildhall l.ibrarv. l.ondon. MS SSti. V'ols I iind 2. and 
MS 880 A. 
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buried, but most exhibit considerable corrosion 
damage and over one third of the dates are illegible. 

All the coins had been cut into two pieces, some- 
times more, by mean.s of a powerful p;nr of shears. In a 
few instances, the cut was not completed. The coins 
were mostly cut to one side; presumably this was easier 
than cutting across the centre. An attempt by the 
writer to reunite the coin halves proved largely unsuc- 
cessful. Since the finders made every effort to collect 
all of the coins, it would appear that the hoard 
represents only a portion of what was once a much 
larger collection of defaced coins and blanks. 

A summary of the hoard is provided below. The 
identifiable coins were quantified by counting the 
dates, or (where no date was visible) the part of a coin 
where the date would have been situated. Blanks and 
totally illegible coins were quantified by counting 
centre points. 

Setting aside a few false Anglo-Irish halfpence of 
the reigns ot George II and III, the coins fall into three 
main categories; blanks, slightly worn forged English 
hallpencc of the first issue of George 111 (I77l)-7,S), 
and very worn English halfpence of William III. 
George I and George 1 1 . The third group are classed as 
forgeries on the basis of the few examples which are 
sufficiently clear to reveal details of the dies. There 
would, in any case, have been no reason for defacing 
the coins if they were genuine. The George III 
halfpence are palpable forgeries, and come from ii 
wide variety of dies. They are 26-29 mm in diameter. 
The seven complete coins weigh between 5.42 and 
8.24 g (84.7-128.8 gr.), averag'e 7.21 g (112.6 gr,). 
whereas the official issues weighed from 140.9 to 167.9 
gr.; average. 153. 4gr, All the coins seem to have been 
removed from circulation. The blanks are 26-28 mm in 
diameter, and seem to have been cut from rolled sheet 
metal, some have file marks around the edge. The 
seven complete examples w^eigh between 5.74 and 7.42 
g (89.7-1 15.9 gr ). average b'dO (98.4 gr ). 

(I’l. 18 shows a selection of the defaced forged 
halfpence, dated 1775, with one of the defaced 
blanks.) 

Dale and drainiMancr of hoard 

The hoard belongs to a small group of hoards, 
deposited in England between 1672 and c, 1825. which 
comprise coins of low denomination, often entirely of 
copper.' The present hoard is the second largest of its 
group and the only one which comprises defaced 


' This class of hixirds is UescrihocI and diwusscd In P I I 
Robinson in The Duncliurch and StaffonJ limis ot 
Eighiccnlh-Ccniiirv Halfpence aiai ('oiimerlens'. li\J 41 
(IU77), |47-S,S. 

■* The larger hoard comes from Ucklield. Susse.s: see I D 
Brown and M t>olley A Hiblioitnipliv <>/ ( oin llnards o) 
Gn'itl liriuiiit tmd In'liind 150(1-1^67 (London 1971 ). .kS. No 
GD.L 

' R. C‘ Bell C iiniim’mal Coins /7<V7-/iS’W4 iNeweaslIe- 


forgeries,'* Although hoards of this group are particu- 
larly associated with small tradesmen, the defacement 
of these coins is probably the work of an official of 
some kind (see below). Presumably they were 
hoarded because of their value as scrap metal. 

The latest coins in this hoard may probtibly be dated 
to between 1775 and 1787. when the shortage of small 
change gave rise to the production of unofficial coin- 
age. Thereafter, counterfeiters realised that the risks 
incurred in forging regal copper could be avoided by 
forging the token coinage, for which there was no 
penalty.' The relatively large number of halfpence 
dated 1775 suggests that the hoard was deposited at 
least several years later. The number of 1775 fakes in 
circulation would have continued to rise after this date 
because subsequent forgeries would presumably have 
been dated 1773 - the last year of the official issue. 

The forging of copper coins was increasingly recog- 
nised as a problem from the middle of the eighteenth 
century *' A statute of George III attempted to 
improve the previous ineffectual legislation, ruling 
that: 

'll any jierson after the 24th ot June 1771, shtill buy. sell, 
take, receive, pay. or pul oft any counterfeil copper coin, 
not melted down or cut in pieces, at or for a lower rale or 
value than the same by its denomination imports, or was 
counterfeited for. he shall he adjudged guilty of felony, ’ 

The measure seems, however, to have been effective 
only with regard to the arrest of coiners and dealers in 
newly forged coin.’* It cannot therefore satisfactorily 
explain why these circulated coins were defaced, 
particularly since the adulteration of the copper coin- 
age with forgeries seems to have been tolerated as a 
necessary evil. In 1787, on examining samples of the 
copper coin in circulation, the Mint found that for- 
geries greatly outnumbereii genuine coins. Only 8 per 
cent of copper coins closely resembled the king's coin, 
and 12 per cent were blanks.*' The proirottion of 
blanks in the present hoanl is 16 percent, but :i slightly 
higher figure is only to be expected of a hoard which 
contains no genuine coins. 

The defacement of the coins is more easily 
explained if the hoard is placed in the period 1797 to 
{',1820. Eollowing the introductitin ol the Soho coin- 
age in 1797. the public began to refuse old halfpence, 
which began to accumulate in the coffers of trades- 
men, From 1814. however, the Mint agreed to accept 
the face value of the 1719-1775 issues, including such 


upou-'Tyuc. 196'). |i. Id. 

'■ F P Barnard 'Forgery of F.nglish t ui'per .Money In the 
ISih Ceimiiy- \'C 5th Sei (• ( 1920). esp 541-2 

' Statute II (ieorge 111. <•(//). 411. S2. 

" P. Coliihinin .-t Tn’nusi- tm iln‘ I’oluv </l l.mulon 
I Philadelptua. 179S). p. s. 1 tlvde I asi. A Imaiwnl /tie 
I’lt'io of du' (■><11171 (London, isn .''). p 182 

" Sir J, Oaig Tlii’ Mini (C ambridee. 195.'). p 25.5. 
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counterfeits as could not be excluded without skilled 
scrutiny.'" The Mint records do not show what was 
done with the fakes which they rejected, which leaves 
open the possibility that they may have been defaced, 
then returned. Nevertheless, in view of the authori- 
tarian attitudes of the times, it seems rather unlikely 
that an ofliciul body would do other than to .seize false 
coin without recompense. 

Another explanation is suggested by a statute of 
1798, which ruled that no false coin, including copper, 
could be exported or put on board any ship, the 
penalty being forfeiture and a heavy line." In view of 
the proximity of this discovery to the London water- 
front, one wonders if the hoard might be derived from 
official seizures by the customs. The enthusiasm of the 
customs for confiscating false copper coins during the 
mid-eighteenth century, when they were officially 
tolerated by the Mint, has been noted by Craig.'" 
Whatever the case, it seems improbable that a shop- 
keeper or private itrdividual would have had cause to 
undertake the laborioits task of spoiling these coins. 
The efficient and uniform manner in which they have 
been cut is likewise suggestive of an official act. 

The coins are now in the Museum of London. 

Catalogue 

False English halfpence 

William 111 Type 1 or 2 (169.5-99) dates 

unclear. 2. 

Craig, pp. 266-7. 

" Statute 38 George III, chap. 67. S 1. 


George I 

1724, 2 (one cast); 2nd issue 
(1719-24) date unclear, 5. 

George II 

1730, 3 (one wetikly struck); 
1733. 1; 1734. 1; 1735, 1; YH 
(1729-39) date unclear. 5; 
1743, 2 (one double struck on 
O.); 1744, 1; 1745. 3; 1746. 1; 
1751.2; 1752.2; 1753.7; 1754. 
3; OH (1740-54) date illegible, 
28; YH or OH otherwise ille- 
gible. 15. 

George III 

1770.3; 1771.3; 1772,4; 1773, 
21 (one countennarked with 
an R with serifs); 1774, 19; 
1775. 79; date unclear, 32. 

George I. George 

II. and/or George HI 

olhcrwisc illcgihlc. f.25. 

False Anglo-Irish halfpence 

George II 

1760, ! 

George III 

O. Type 1 (1766 or 1769) date 
clipped off. 1; O. Type 3 
(1774-83), 1 

Others 

Blanks 

51 


Craig, p. 252. 


THE REATTRIBUTION OF A SCOTTISH TRADESMAN’S 

COUNTERMARK 

HARRINGTON E. MANVIL.LE 


A .SCOTTISH tradesman’s countermark, stam[>ed on 
both sides of an eight-reales coin minted at Potosi. 
Bolivia in 1797. with assayers* marks P.P.' and the 
additional Portuguese countermark of a crowned 
G.P., has a heavy grid cancellation nearly obliterating 
the issuer’s name and the denomination. Previous 
attempts to decipher what lies under the cancellation 
have met with indifferent success but enough progress 
now has been made that the issuer and denomination 
may be given with confidence. 


' The assayers at the Potosi mint between 1795 and 1802 
were Pedro N. Mazondo, Pedro Prudcncio dc Esquerrenea, 
and Pedro M. Albizii. The initials of two of their Christian 


PrevioiLs History 

'Hie first traced reference to this so-far unique type in 
the tradesmen’s countermark senes is in the sale of the 
collection of Judice dos Santos in 1906," where it was 
described: 

‘1797. Peso de Charles llll fr. a Potosi, contre- 
marque de FLOURISH LEEDS entourant les armoi- 
ries. Rev. John, spatt et le poinqon des Agores.’ 
It was not illustrated and sold for 35 Dutch florins. 


names are shown on this coin. 

- J. Schulman. Amsterdam. 26 March 1906 'cl jours 
suivants’, part I. p 107. lot 21 15. 



SHORT ARTICLES AND NOTES 


217 


This dcsctiplioii wus copied in 19 14 by Adolfo I Icrrery 
in £/ Dtiro.^ and in 1958 by Humberto F. Burzio in 
Diccioiiario clc la Moneda Hisfiaiioamericuiiad 

By 1960. it was realized that the Leeds attribution 
was incorrect because the tree in the centre of the 
countermark on the obverse of the coin is part of the 
arms of the City of Glasgow.’’ whose motto is ‘Let 
Glasgow Flourish’. In the sale of a portion of the 
Howard D. Gibbs collection,'’ the description of the 
.same countermarked coin (reverse of coin illustrated) 
look one step forwaird and one back in deciphering the 
inscription. The reverse legend (on the coin obverse) 
was given as LETGL.ASGOW t-i.OLiKlSH around shield of 
City Arms', but the obverse legend was rendered as 
'SGI I s.ATT'. This correctly places the issuer to 
Glasgow rather than Leeds but moved farther away 
from the issuer's name and. for want of further 
examination and interpretation, the latter reading has 
persisted for the past thirty years.' 

The issuer's name has now been read as joh.n 
si.AThR with a central denomination of 5 (shillings). 
Although the lower portion of the countermark on the 
reverse of the coin is heavily cancelled, the first two 
letters apparently are G and i and the remnants of the 
other letters could fit the word GLASGOW. The 
additional unrelated countermark of Crowned G.P. 
shows that the coin was verihed for circulation in the 
Azores in 1887 and demonstrates the long circulating 
life of the original Spanish-American dollars. 

Who was John Slater and when could he have issued 
his countermarked token'.’ 

T/te Date of Issue 

The coin is dated 1797 and since few. if any. Scottish 
countermarked dollars were issued prior to the early 
nineteenth century, a post- 1800 punching is virtually 
dictated. Merchants would not have given their tokens 
a lower denomination than the market rate because 
not only would they have suffered a loss over cost but 
in a rising bullion market under-valued tokens would 
not circulate. Either they would go into the melting 
pot or perha)»s they might be given an improvised 
cancellation by a holder not wishing to argue over the 
value of a piece plainly stamped with a denomination 
that was under the then-currenl bullion value. 

' Ileal Aeaileiiiia tie la Hisloria (Madrid, 1914). 2 vols.. 
vol. 1. pp. 126. 262. no. 1075, 

' I'oiiilo Hisioriai y liihlia^rafieo (Santiago dc Chile, I 
vo). plates 19.S6. 2 vols. text I9.SS). veil, I. p. 92. no. 2S. 

' A tree supporting a bell. bird, and salmon. 

Hans M. F. .Sehiilman. New York. 19 November I96U. 
lot m. 

’ -See for e.\aiTiple. Brunk. (Jregory O . Menhanl 
Countermarks on World Coins. ( Rockford. Illinois. 19X9) p 
121. no. .S.WI). 

^ Rising bullion values may be the source of .some of the 
crude hammered or tooled cancellations which siand in 
marked contrast to the heavy grille obliterating marks that 
indicate the disinclination of the issuer to redeem the com at a 
premium for a second lime in a falling bullion market 


In that era. the price of silver lluctuated considera- 
bly in Great Britain, especially during the period of 
the wars with Nttpoleomc France. During the lirst 
quarter of the century Spanish dollars fetched abov e 
live shillings per coin throughout 1811-1813 and feu 
much of 1814 and 1815 and ;i token would not have 
been marked vvith that valuation during those 
periods. ’’ 

It should be sale, therefore, to limit John Slater's 
issue cither to prc-1811 or between 1816 and about 
1825 when the couniermarking of dollars lintilly 
ceased. The possible time-frame may be further nar- 
rowed to those periods when the price of a dolhir w;is 
not too far below the marked valuation. If dollars 
could be obtained at, for example, 4.s. Id., it would 
encourage the use of a counterfeit 5s. punch to gain ;i 
quick profit of more than twenty per cent. Counterfeit 
marks of other issues, several probably contemporary, 
tend to confirm this. From 1820, the bullion price of 
dollars remained below 4s. 3d. and some counter- 
marks valued at 4s. 6d, or 4s. 9d. may have been 
issued then. A post- 1820 issue date is not ruled out. 
but a slightly earlier period is more probable. With 
the advent of the new silver coinage in 1816. the 
circulation of tokens was supposed to ceti.se in Great 
Britain, although the practice lingered on for a few 
more years in Scotland - tapering off as adequate 
supplies of the new coins arrived - and ended entirely 
by about 1825. , 

The Issuer 

In the first quarter of the nineteenth century, there arc 
records of two John Slaters in Glasgow. One was a 
hammerman (i.e. a smith or metal-worker) who 
became a burgess and shield-brother by (iurch;ise in 
1808. that IS. he was accepted into the guild." He is 
not listed in the Glasgow city directories of merchants, 
manufacturers, trtiders, etc. at any time in the first 
quarter of the century and it seems safe to dismiss him 
as a possible issuer of the countermarked dollar token. 
The second John Slater, almost certainly the issuer, is 
first noted as having a .stoneware and china shop in 
Ctindleriggs Street and he continueil as a merchant, 
sometimes with a partner, for the twenty years from 
1808 until 1828. No other John Slaters are recorded ;is 

'' Figures on bullion prices between the years 1790 and 
1X27 have been extracted from Sessional and .Miseellaneons 
Papers although the prices given in those sources are tor 
dollars as bullion. From .in unpublished study, conversions 
made to obtain the value per coin throughout the period are 
used here. 

The liilesl existing dale of a counlei marked uiuleteoin is 
IS23. A Scottish couitlerniark on a type ol Spaiiish-Anierieaii 
coin not slriick tinlil IX2-f .ippearetl in a sale early in this 
century but the dale was noi given in ihe catalogue I he coin 
itself has disappeared since the sale and very well may have 
been stolen and subsequently melted 
" Ihe liarjie'ises dt Shield Hrelheren of (Hasson I7SI- 
IS-lh. Scolusli Record Society (Ldinburgh. IV.Vii. p 2.‘'2 
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Iraciesmen and no other relevant Slaters have been 
noted before 1K2().'- 

John Slater the merchant had premises al K3 
Candlcriggs in 18()S and in the following year 
expanded his address to include the number next door. 
The sole address of 83-84 Candlcriggs continued until 
1817 when a residence at 9 Bath Street also was given. 
In 1818, John Slater added tea to his china and 
stoneware and in the following year he either ledueed 
his shop premises or simplified the listing to 84 
Candlcriggs only. 

In 1820. Slater took a partner and apparently 
dropped or restricted the pottery portioti of the 
business, the listing now reading Slater & Geddes, tea 
dealers and general grocers', at the same business ;ind 
residential addresses. This associtition histed for three 
years. In 1823. John Slater is listed as a lea dealer and 
grocer at 84 Ctindleriggs; Archibald Geddes bail a 
stoneware works in Finnieston. 

By 1825. John Slater slightly changed the emphasis 
of his business to 'tea dealer (wholesale and retail)', 
still at 84 Candlcriggs. and further changes were in his 
immediiite future. The 1826 directory omits John 
Slater but lists a Thomas H. Slater for the first time, 
with a teii warehouse ;it 76 ('.’ nxte 56] Candlcriggs: 
W'hile Archibald Geddes continued his pottery works, 
now in Lancelield. It is unclear if T. H. .Slater was 
John's son or nephew whom he had been helping to set 
up in business, hut in 1827 John again was listed as a 
tea merchant, now at 12 Wilson Street, still with the 
previous house address, and Thomas had a tea ware- 
house at 56 Candleriggs- 

In 1828, John again listed groceries with his tea 
business and Thomas gave his residential address as 
Wilson Street - without a house number. This is the 
last reference to John Slater seen in the directories In 
the same year, his erstwhile partner. .Archibald 
Geddes continued his pottery works at 1 Gillespie 
Street. Lancefield, and had a warehouse at 36 Bucha- 
nan Street. Glasgow. 

Conclusions 

Although conclusions drawn from a single specimen of 
any coin oi token must be regaided with some caution. 
It may be safely deduced that the issuer of this 
countermarked token, a John Slater of Gla.sgow. 
conducted a business that required silver coins for 
paying workers and^'or in making change for payments 
in gold coin or large-denomination banknotes. The 
original Bolivian coin weighs 412.0 grains against an 
authorized issue weight of e.416 grains and has a 


'' Glasgow Directories consulted for information on 
.Slater's business and addresses lor the years I8()l)-18lll . 
I8(I,V|SI)4. IHDS, 18II)-1SII. 1815. 1817. 1825 wore exam- 
ined al the Special Collections Library of ihe University of 


specific gravity of approximately 10.3, show'ing a silver 
fineness of about .880. Spanish- American coins of this 
period generally show a fineness between .800 and 
.900 and the original coin may he acceiited asgenuine. 
That the countermark is a genuine merchant's mark is 
virtually proved by the heavy grid cancellation which 
would have been applied to prevent it from being 
presented for ptiymeni a second lime at the stamped 
valuation of five shillings. 

While the period of issue could have been betw'een 
1808 and 1810 when Slater first opened a pottery shop, 
during the few months in 1814 or 1815 w4ien the price 
of a Spanish dollar briefly fell below five shillings, or 
after 1823 (during 1820-1823 surely it would have read 
Slater & Geddes). it is much more likely to hiive been 
between 1816 and 1819 - a period w4ien the price 
lluctualed between 4.v. 2(1. and 4,v. 9i7. After 1819 the 
price remained so low' that it would have strongly 
invited counterfeiting. That this specimen is the only 
known survivor and that it is cancelled perhaps sug- 
gests a short-lived issue between late 1817 and early 
1819. before the dollar price fell permanently by about 
Sd. 

To strengthen the attribution to the merchant John 
Slater, it would have been preferable if he could be 
shown to have had an interest in a pottery manufac- 
tory. as his former partner did in the mid- 1820s. thus 
indicating a definite need for silver to pay stoneware 
workers. More likely this is just an example of a 
merchant in one of the trades - e.g. Ilesher (butcher), 
spirit dealer, haberdasher/silk mercer, grocer -as well 
as friendly societies, cotton works, collieries, banks, 
and manufacturers of various types of goods, who 
found it uselul to provide silver tokens of a fixed value 
to facilitate trade, to pay employees, and at the same 
time advertise their husine.ss. 

Unless another specimen showing differences in the 
legend or other evidence is discovered, the 
countermark may be recorded as: 

Glasgow. Lantirkshire 

Obv. JOHN SLATEK (stoneware, china. <uid tea 
merchant at 83-84 Candlcriggs Street) j',’ olas- 
oow] around 5. I<c\ . 1 ET (it.ASGOW i-iouRtSlI 
around the arms of Glasgow. Countermarked on 
both sides of a Latin-Amenean 8 reales and 
probably issued c. 1817-1819, The only recorded 
specimen has the obverse mark eancelled, with 
resulting partial llattening of the reverse mark, 
and an additional countermark of Crowned G.P. 
for the Azores in 1887. 

(PI. 19, 5} 


Gla.sgmv; loi 1818-1824, and 182fi-1828 at the Scottish 
National Library. Hdlnburgh: also Pigoi A Company's Direc- 
lorv for l82.5-2(> and the Glasgow Post-Ollice Direcioiy loi 
1828-29 at the S.N.L 
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A NOTE ON THE MEDALLIST D. G. BERRl 

R, II niOMPSON 


D. G. Bi-uki \v;is tiesigiiiitcd by Fairer in 1V()4 n 
contemporary French sculptor and medallist.' Under- 
standably iheretore a massive biographical work, 
drawing on Forrer. describes 'berri. d.g.‘ (in its 
iibR|iiitous lower-case letters) as having liourisherl in 
Paris in 1900.' Furthermore. Laurence Brown 
includes one medal by F). G. Berri with the apologetic 
note ‘This medal by a foreign artist is included for the 
sake of completeness’. ’ 

Consequently an unpublished piece which showed 
Berri working in London seemed at short notice worth 
reporting to the Journecs iViinusinaiit/ues held in 
Poitiers.' The present note goes on from there to 
establish that this supposedly foreign artist was not 
French hut English, and worked not in Paris but in 
London. Moreover, he was identical with the subject 
of the 1. B. N.'s following entry for berri. tlavid 
gardcii. writer on art'. 

The medals attributed to Berri by Forrer and 
Brown, also by Grant.' commemorate Handel. Scott 
and Shakespeare, w'hich airciulv proviiled a suspici- 
ously British contcNt. Ilaiulel of course qualifying by 
long residence. The French evidence for medals by 
Berri one can s.iy. without saddling Mine Sylvie de 
Turckheim-Pey with undue responsibility for a brief 
investigation ill the Bibliotheque Niitionale. is 
negative. Forrer offers nothing in support, and it is to 
he feared ihiil be described Berri its French solely from 
his non-English form of niime. 

The piece which occasioned the initial report is ;i 
sixpence check of the Southiimpion I lotel . signed i.r G 
lii itKi I oNiroN. and iiiti ibtitiible like similar checks 
bv \V .1, riivlor to the Southampton 1 lotel situated ill 
21 Soulhampion Buildings. Ltuidon W.C.. from iit 
least lx.'s.' to 1 S7(l.‘' Phis wiis at the corner ot Chancers 
Lane; and inspection of The An of Triiuiii^ by a 
certiiin D. G. Berri. Isl edition IXbd to ,'rd edition 
1S7I . reveals ihiit it was publisberl bv the iiiithor at Mi 
High llolborn. opposite Chancery Lane, and so just 
across the road from the Southiimpton Hotel. 


' {-.rotrer. Hiiiiiniphii iilduiioiuin of infildllisis . . . .\ol 
I. re'ised (cdn.) (London. I'ai41, p. I7f>. 

' /. li. .'V.. hiilfx bii>-lnhii(>firapl[Uus iioKiniiii lunniniiin. 
odidii .Ican-Pierre l.obies . . /W.\ C: Corpus, iilphiihriiniiu. 
I Senio }{<'iu'r(ilis, Vol. 17 . ((,)sn.ibriick. lUSd). p. n7.sU. 

' 1- lirown. .’t idiiiloniifot Hritish liisloriai/ medals. /S.I7- 
1901 (London. lUS?). p. 2.s4. no. 2S().7. 

' R. 11. riionipson. Dell.', (’.') tokens angl.iis. oetnresde 
graveiirs Iranyais'. Htdlnin dr hi .Smirir Iriimiiisi dr 
S'tdinstniiliiiiu'. 4s (I'WO). Sn.'-.S I lie olliei nied.illlsi 
diseusseil. Urasseu.x. is credited by Forrer (vii Its) wuh a 
niediil ol Louis N.ipoleon Honaparle. I'resideni ot the 
French Republic. IS.s|-|S.s2‘; liut he. though iibsoliile lulei 
IKsI- 2. w.is President froin IN4N. lowliieh ye.irihe iinil.ileil 


This IS almost coincidence enough, yet there is 
more. The book ends with advei tiscmciiis by the 
iiulhor. and one ot these rciids as follows (2nd edition. 
18().s. p. b3. but effectively the same in all three 
editions): 

MRn..\I.S FOR PRIZES. | SL IT.Mtl L 1 OR ( OLLLt.ES. SOCI- 
UTIES. Locrary d) Seivniific hi.smioit/iis, rilll 
CORPS. ekiC. &C. |rule| I A GRFAT X ARIinS OF I 
.MEDALS ALRLAPV PL ULIsIICD 1 |\ GOLD. SILVER. 
URO.VZE A WlilTL MFT.AI |rule| | Hl AI I lid 1.1 V I-.Xh- 
CITED PORIRAITS UI SI IAIsLSPLARE MIL'IUN. SCOI I . 
II.WULL. .lAMES WAfi i!ic. cCc. ' |rule) I till- Wist 
AND niE FDOIISII VIRGINS. I (rule| THE lONDdN 
SCOftlSIl Rll LL CORPS MEDAL. F it | (double rule| [ D 
G HI RRI. Xh'ddllisr. itc.. I .%. HIGH HOIltdltN. 
I ClNDOS. W C 

Merliils of .Shakespeare. Scott iind Handel have 
already been attributed to Berri. so the identity of this 
London author and medallist with the ‘French . . . 
sculptor and medallist' is conlirmed. 

VV'ho. then, was D. G. Berri‘;’ He is given the 
lorenantes Dtivid Garden by the British Libniry Ciila- 
logue. and by the London directories l<S7li-|y()l 
CGtirdner' lK,sb-bl, but this is demonstrably incor- 
rect). Gtirden was misprinted ‘Gardea' by Allibone. 
whence the 1. B N.'s form of mime. ' A business bore 
D. G. Berri's name as follows, the years being the 
titular dates of the ilireclories: 

LS,s()-1861 ‘76 Great Russell Street. Bloomsburv. 

W.C. 

(;il this address in IS.s2 was John Syl- 
vester. civil engineer) 

1862-186,3 ,36 High I lolborn. W'.C nnW 06 Great 

Russell Street 

1867-1894 .3b High llolborn. W'.t‘. 

189.3-1901 II Brownlow Street, Holborn. W.C. 
His fullest trade description was ‘die sinker, medallist, 
seal engraver A' patentee of ilie post oflicc hinge 
stamp, sole maker of the people's printing press'. 
The People's Printing Press was probably a copy ol 


medal in.iy as well lie aiinbuieil. as il is in .1. P. ( iillignon. 
Mrdiidles /hdldipirs ri \dlhdpw' /.S'J.S-bS’SJ 

(IChailei ille .\te/ieie'|. 19X4). serie parisjenne de IMX. no 
94 1 ; so ihai ihere .ire no grounds lor supposing am work was 
signed nn \ssi t \ ,i(iei the de.ilh of Hia'seiiv idnr in ixsd 
‘ M. II Gram, Ifrilish medals since t7(>ll'. H\'.l 22 
(1934-7). 269-9.3; 2.3( I93N-41 1. Il'4-S2. .521-62 . 449-.SI) (at 
p LSI. 1X61). and p. .32.3. \ d. 1864). 

" R. N P Hawkins. .1 diriioiuii) of t/iuArn of Ih'iiisli 
mrudht hrkrts, rhrrks. mrdidrts, utUu'S nod rotmtrrs. //.SVV- 
/9/6: edited by Edward Baldwin (London. 19x9). p. 741 
Berri was no) nieludeil by Mr Hawkins 

S A Allibone. . 1 i iilitid dirluoidrv o/ hovhsh Idrrdlorr. 
Siipplaiiriii. I (Philadelphia. I.S‘92|. I.3X. 



the American Army field press. It consisted of a flat 
bed to which a platen was hinged, and when turned 
down the whole was moved by a gear wheel under a 
fixed cylinder of which the pressure could be adjusted 
by screws. Berri claimed that his press had been used 
by the British Navy.^ It was chiefly in connection with 
the press that Berri undertook The An of Priming. 
which was 'not meant to instruct practical printers, hut 
to popularize the art and to enable any one who will 
follow a few simple explanations to become his own 
printer'; or her, to judge from the frontispiece 
included from 1865, of a lady in voluminous skirts 
operating Berri's new patent press. 

He described it as 'a small, cheap printing press, 
useful for a great many persons who wish to print their 
own compositions, and for those who live at a distance 
from practical printers, and also for those pioneers of 
civilization who daily leave our shores to establish a 
home midst the pathless forests and the rolling prai- 
ries. and to perpetuate our industry with our language 
on the continents of Asia and Africa, and the distant 
islands of Polynesia , . Whatever the origin of his 
surname. Berri’s native language apparently was 
English. 

He also published The An of Lithogniphy (1864, 
1872), and in 1869 Monograms, historical and prac- 
tical. which includes masons' marks and merchants' 
marks, and contains on its twenty plates a number of 
examples taken from coins. In one of his 
advertisements in The Art of Printing Bern offered 
seal engraving for arms, crests, monograms etc., note 
paper, cards, stencil plates, and stamps; he seems to 
have been a sort of heraldic stationer. For these 
purposes he called his business at 36 I ligh 1 lolboni the 
British, or even (in 1864) the British and Foreign 
Heraldic Office. 

As its inventor Bern advertised the patent hinge 
stamp u.sed in Her Majesty's Post Office, Stationery 
Office etc., and ‘adopted by several of the continental 
governments'. The patent was no. 1020 of 1860 (24 
April), issued to David Garden Berri of Bloomsbury 
for the invention of an improved date stamp, whereby 
any alteration, by means of moveable type, might be 
made with greater facility than hitherto. 

In the first edition of The An of Printing Berri 
advertised New Ballads, with words by D. G. Berri 
and music by E. Southwell, printed and published by 
D- G. Berri; and. also published by himself, Morna, a 
legend in verse by Charles Ross. In the second edition 
he included some printed music. 

Amidst these heterogeneous activities medals also 
were produced. In The Art of Printing. 1st edition, 
page f4l|. Berri advertised the following: 

t he numismalic hjographical collection of eminent men of .ill ages. 
Plu'Ulii’rHplis (>l fil>vcrsc and icvcrbc lorwardcd lor 7 postage stamps 
A copy in white mclal J s|hillingl. or H postage stamps ' 


Photography was widely used by 1864 for canes de 
visite, but it is interesting to find it employed thus for 
publicity, and to find it applied to medals so early. 

Specimens of most of Berri's med;ils have still to be 
located (the British Museum has none ), and there may 
be more to be identified. Meanwhile the known work 
of the English medallist d.'XVID garden berri (fl. 
1856-1900) may be brought together. 

Handel, George Frederick (1685-1759) 

Obv: portrait 

Rev: figure of Memory seated 

Lit: BciTi. 1864, p. |4()|; Forrer, 1904, i. 176. 

London Scottish Rifle Corps 
Lit: Berri, 1864, p. [40] 

Milton. John (1608-1674) 

Obv: portrait 

Lit: Berri. 1864. p. |4()| 

Scott. Sir Walter ( 1771-18.32) 

Obv: scori-N.ATUS 1771 OBIT is.'O | head right, 
signed on the truncation 

Rev: Scott monument, view of Eilinburgh in the 
background 
Capper. 44mm 

Lit: Berri, 1864, p. |40|; Grant, 1938<'9. p. 151. s.a. 
1860 

PI. 19, 6 (Ashmolean Museum) 

Shakespeare. William (1564-1616) 

Obv: siiakesi'lare ; bust left, signed on the trun- 
cation D. G BERRI F NATOS 1564 OBIIT 1616 
Rev: View of a church amongst trees, viz. Stratford 
on Avon 

Bronze or white metal, 44 mm. 

Lit: Berri, 1864, p. |40]; Grant. 19.39, '40, p. .32.3.. v.u. 

1864; Brown. 1987. p, 2.54. BUM 2803. 

PI. 19, 7 (.Ashmolean Museum) 

Southampton Hotel, 21 Southampton Buildings, 
London W.C. (. . . 185.3-70 . . .) 

Obv: THE I (ornament) soltiiami'TON | [orna- 
nientj | llOl Lt. | border of pellets 
Rev: SIX pence | 6 j (signed) D G BERRI | lONfxrN i 
border of pellets 
Brass. 28 mm, 0". 

PI. 19, 8 (R. H. Thompson) 

Watt. James (17.36-1819) 

Obv: portrait 

Lit: Bern. 1864, p. (40) 

Wise and Foolish Virgins (Matthew' 25. 1-13) 

Lit: Berri. 1864, p. (40). 


James Moran. Priming presses (London, 197.3). p, 2411. 
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In recent times we have all been made increasingly aware of the significance of single coin 
finds, partly because such finds are relevant to the solution of important historical 
questions such as the regional pattern of coin circulation, and partly because so many new 
friends have, in practice, turned out to be either examples of very rare issues or completely 
new varieties, it is obviously desirable that single finds should be recorded promptly, 
accurately and in an organised manner, especially at a time when the use of metal detectors 
has radically increased the quantity of material coming to light, and in the past BNJ has 
carried contributions relating specifically to the Anglo-Saxon and Norman periods. 'I'hc-se 
articles have rightly aroused great interest and have stimulated other authors to come 
forward with additional material not only in the Anglo-Saxon and Norman scries but in 
earlier and later periods also. 

In order to deal with this larger body of information in as coherent a way as possible it 
has been decided that BNJ will carry a single listing, or Coin Register, to which anyone 
having single finds to report from Britain or Ireland may contribute. Any Celtic. 
Anglo-Saxon, Norman or Plantagenet coin will be eligible down to and including the 
Tealby type of Henry 11, but entries for Roman coins and for later medieval and modern 
coins will be restricted to those coins which are of particular numismatic merit. The 
essential criterion for inclusion will be that the coin is new, by virtue of cither being newly 
found or (if previously discovered) being hitherto unpublished. Single finds from exca- 
vation sites may be included, if it seems likely that there would otherwise be considerable 
delay in publication. 

It is intended that the listing of Celtic coins in the Coin Register shall be done in 
association with the Celtic Coin Index at the Institute of Archaeology, Oxford. Celtic 
material should therefore be channelled in the first instance to Derek Harrison at the 
Institute of Archaeology, 36 Beaumont Street, Oxford 0X1 2PG. Other material should 
be sent to: E.M. Besly, National Museum of Wales, Cathays Park, Cardiff CFI 3NP. 
Potential contributors should contact either of the editors of BNJ with any queries about 
how to submit and set out material. 

B.J.C. and E.M.B. 


Coturihuior. 

.V 

B.J.C. 

Barrie Cook 

C.E.K. 

Cathy King 

D.J.H. 

Derek Harrison 

D.J.S. 

David Symons 

E.M.B. 

Edward Besly 

G.E.C. 

G.E. Cadman 

G.T.D. 

Dr G.T. D Linger 

M.A. 

Michel Audoiiy 

M.A.S.B. 

Mark Blackburn 

M.J.B. 

Michael Bonser 

M.j.C. 

.Michael Cuddeford 

M.M.A. 

Marion .Archibald 

P.C. 

Paul Cannon 

P.G.S. 

Peter G. Smilh 


P.J.S. Peter Seaby 

R. P. Robert Philpott 

S. M. Sue Margeson 

W.A.S. Wilfred Seaby 


Aitlhoriik's cited: 

Belfort = A. Jc Belfort. Description i’enerttie des 
iiioiiiKiies iiieroeiiifiieiiiies. .S voK (Piiris. 1^92-^51. 

BI.S = C.E. Blunt. C.S.S. Lyon anti B.II.I.II Ste- 
wart. ‘The coinatie of southern Onglancl. 7‘X->-iS4(r. 
.^2 (196.7). 1 G 4 . 

Bliini = ( '.L. Blunt. The coinage of Offa". in Aiif’lo- 
Saxon Coins, eiliieil hy R.II..VI. Dolley (Loiulon. 
1961). |5p. .79-62. 

Ililtl = B.L. Iliklebrand. Aiif’losnclistskn Myni /, 
Ssenska Koit}(li^a Mynt (Stockholm. ISSl I. 



222 


COIN REGISTER 


IVUick = R.P. Miick. TIh' Coinngc of Ancient Britain 
(London. 1975). 

Metailf = D.M Metcalf, "A stylistic analysis of the 
“porcupine" sceattas'. /VC 7th ser. 6 ( 1966), 179-205. 
North = J.J. North. English Hammered Coinage. 2nd 
edition 2 vttls (London. 1980). 

Poey d'Avant = F. Poey d'Avant. Monnaies feodales 
dc France. 3 v()ls (Paris. 18.5<S-62). 

Prou = M. Prou. Lex moimaies merovingiennes 
(Catalogue des monnaies francatses de la BUdiatheqae 
Nationale) (Paris. 1892). 

Schive = C.l. Schive. Norges Mynter i Middelalderen 
(Christiana. 1865). 

Seaby = Standard Catalogue of British Coins voi I. 
Coins of England and the United Kingdom (London. 
1989). ' 

Set! by II = Standard Catalogue of British Coins vol. 
II. Coins of Scotland. Ireland and the Islands 
(London, 1984). 

Stewart = I.H. Stewart, The Scottish Coinage 
(London, 1967). 

VA = R.D. Van Arsdell. Celtic Coinage of Britain 
(London. 1989). 


Geographical Index 

Alcester. Warwicks., 50, 96-7 

Aldbourne. near (Wood Ends settlement). Wilts.. 1 

Aldworth. Berks.. 8, 98 

Amersham. Bucks.. 7 

Ascot, Berks., 28-9 

Barrington, netir. Cambs.. 13-15 

Bere Regis, near. Dorset. 109 

'Bicester, near, 0,\on.'. 11. 31 

Bidford-on-Avon (Staple Hill site). Warwicks., 43 

Boricy, Essex, 74, 77 

Brackley or Bracklev tirea. Northants,. 16, 18. 21 , 24, 
56 

Breiigar. near, Kent. M 

Cambridge (Arbury Estate), 33 

Carlisle. Cumberland, 78 

Chelmsford, near. Essex. 63 

Chigwell, Essex, 73 

Cleeve Prior, Worcs,. 30. 53 

Cliffe (Manor Farm), Kent. 57 

Cliffe (Wharf Farm), Kent, 4-5. 10. 32, 34 

Darenth. Kent, 87 

Datching. Sussex. 68 

Easenhall. Warwicks. 103 

Evnesford. Kent. 99 

Felthorpe. Norfolk, 100 

Grantham area. Lines.. 86 

Great Dunmow, near, Essex. 108 

Hampton Wafer, near Leominster. Herefords.. 91 

Hanbury. Worcs.. 46-7, 105 

Match Warren, Hants.. 104 

Haverhill, near, Suffolk, 23 

Hcmpnall. near, Norfolk. 82 

Heston. Middlesex. 58 

Higham, Kent, 69 


Isle of Wight, 67 

Knotting and Souldrop. Beds.. 93 
Leamington Spa, near. Warwicks., 38 
Leicester, near, 55 
Little Kimble. Bucks.. 76 
Llanbedrgoch, Anglesey (Gwynedd), 75 
London - Billingsgate. 60 

- Thames Exchange, 85 
-Thames foreshore at Lambeth. 71 
Mancetter. Warwicks., 44 
Marhiim. Norfolk, 92 
Maynooth. Co. Kildare, 106 
Moreton. Wirral, Chcshiie, 81 
Murcot. Worcs.. 48 
Newark, Notts., 79 

North and Middle Littleton, Worcs., 41. 51 

Norton and Lenchwick. Worcs,, 40. 45 

Norton Subcourse, Norfolk, 54 

Orwell, near, Cambs.. 2-3, 62 

Raunds, eastern Nortluints.. 90 

Rochester, near. Kent. 61 

Sandwell. West Midlands. 102 

Seasalter. Kent, 88-9. 101 

Sheppey. Kent. 59 

South Wheatly. Notts., Ill 

'Sully Moors', near Cardiff. South Glamorgan. 83 

Sutton, near Tadcaster. N. Yorkshire, 72 

Thetford, near. Norfolk. 80 

Tutbury. Staffs.. 94 

Wappenbury, near, Warwicks., 37 

Wasperton, Wai w'icks.. 49 

Welford, Warwicks., 39 

West Midlands, on the Fosse Way'. 35 

Weston. Herts.. 66 

West Winch, near, Norfolk. 65 

West Wycombe. Bucks., 9. 12. 17. 19-20. 22. 25. 27 

Weybournc, Norfolk, 110 

■Whitstable, Kent'. 6 

Willersley. Glos.. 36. 52 

Wiltshire, 26 

Wimborne. near. Dorset. 95 
Winchester, east of, Hants.. 107 
Wolverton. Bucks.. 70 
Yapton, near. Sussex. 42 


Celtic Coins 

1. Gallo-Belgic, stater, cliiss E, Miick 27ii. VA 50-1 
(CCl 89/1). 

Obv. blank. 

Rev. horse r.; above, 'wishbone', oval and pellets; 
below, pellet. 

Weight: 6.22g. 

Woods End settlement, near Aldbourne. Wilts. Metal 
detector lind. 


C.E.K./D.J.H. 



2. Gallo-Belgic. stater, class E. Mack 21 A. 

Ohw plain. 

Rev. ilevolvcil horse r.. pellets, curve and 'wish-bone' 
above, eye' ornament behind, pellet below. 

Weight: 6.27g. Specific gravity; 1.3. W (equivalent to 
54% Au assuming Au/.Ar binary alloy, but likely to be 
tertiary alloy with copper aiul more gold). 

Near Orwell, Cambs. (site recorded on the county 
Sites and Monuments Rcgisici ). spring IWll. Found 
by metal detector on a ploughed held, a few inches 
from a Series B sceaf (no. 62 below) and some 21)0 
yards from another Class E stater (no. .3 below') 
Priina fudu the two staters should be regarded as 
single-linds rather than assocuited losses, since hoards 
dispersed by ploughing rarely travel more than 20 or 
,30 yards in the soil. 

M.A.S.B and M.J B. 

3. Gallo-Belgic. stater, class E. Mack 27A. 

Obw plain. 

Rev. devolved horse r.. pellets and curve above, 'eye' 
ornament behind, pellet below; in e.xergue pellets and 
curves. 

Weight: {>. 15g. Specilic gravity: 13.03 (equivalent to 
33% Au assuming Au/Ar binary alloy, but likely to be 
tertiary alloy with copper and more gold). 

Near Orwell. Cambs. (site recorded on the county 
Sites and Monuments Register), spring IWO. See no. 
2 above. 

M.A..S.B. and M.J.B. 

4. Early potin (CCI SO/9). 

Ohv. head I. 

Rev. bull r. 

Weight: 3.5 Ig. 

Wharf Farm. Cliffe. Kent, Metal detector find. 

C.E.K.'D.J.Fl. 

5. Early potin (CCI 89/10). 

Obv. head I. 

Rev. bull r. 

Weight: 3.96g. 

Wharf Farm. Cliffe. Kent. Metal detector lind. 

C.E.K. LXJ.Il. 

6. British, i|uarter-stater. similar to class f’.A, Mack 
.38. VA 147-1 (CCI 89/ 220). 

Obv blank. 

Rev. stylised trophy, rectangular tablets with pellets 
to I . anil I.; above, small annulet; below, pellet in ring 
and other ring ornaments. 

W'eighi; l..34g. 

'Whitslable. Kent'. 

C.E.K.-D..l.n. 

7. British, silver unit (C('l 89/2.3.3). 

Obv. head I.; eye formed by pellet in oval: lace 
framed by three large crescents; corded hair 
Rev. Celticised horse 1. with mane and triple tail; 
above, pellet: below, feather or ical( ef. .Mack 441. 
VA 155.5-1 


Weight: l.Obg. 

Amersham. Bucks. Metal detector find. 

c.e.k.;d..i.ii. 

8. 'Atrebates'. silver unit of F.paliccus. Mack 263. 
VA 580-1 (CCI 89/58). 

Obv. El’ ATI. Romanised bust r. 

Rev. eagle facing, head I. and wings spread, holding 
serpent in claws. 

Weight: 1.29g. 

■Aldworlh, Berks., 1989. 

C.E.K. U..l.li. 

9. 'Atrebates'. silver unit of Caratacus. Mack 2(i5. 
VA 593-1 (CCI 89/15). 

Obv. C'.ARA. Romanised bust i. 

Rev. eagle facing, head 1. and wings spread, holding 
serpent in claws. 

Weight: 1.23g. 

West Wvcombe. Bucks. Metal detector lind. 

C.E.K. D..I. II. 

10. Uncertain, bronze unit, cf. Mack 171. V.\ 
17.50-1 (CCI 89/4). 

Obv. head r. 

Rev. horseman r.. arm raised behind 
Weight: l.46g. 

Wharf Farm. Cliffe. Kent. Metal detector lind. 

C.E.K./D.J.II 

11 'Catuvellauni'. bronze unit of Tasciovanus. 
,Maek 172. V.A 1808-1 (CCI 89/232). 

Obv. vERt.AViio between points of ornarneni formed 
of two interlacing squares. 

Rev. bull I. 

Weight; l.93g. 

Bicestei. near Oxon.’ Metal detector find. 

C.E.K./D.J.II. 

12. Catuvellauni'. silver unit of Tasciovanus. cl, 
similar gold quarter staler. Muck 185. VA 1780 I 
(CCI 89/16), 

Obv. I ASC I on tablet across wreath. 

Rev. horse (Pegasus'.’) springing I. 

Weight: l.24g. 

West Wvcombe. Bucks. .Metal detector lind. 

C-I..K-,D..I II, 

1.3. Caluvcllauni', bronze ol I asciovaniis. Mack 
168. 

Obv. bearded head right. 

Rev. viiiK|. horse left, pelleted aiinulet and trefoil 
above 

Weight: not recorded. 

Neai Barrington. Cambs. Isiie recorded on county 
Sites and Monuments Register). )987.88. I ioni same 
held as nos 14 and 15 below. 

.M.A.S.B. and M .I.B. 

14, 'Catuvellauni'. bronze of Tasciov,imis. Mack 
179 

Obv cruciform ornament 
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Rev. boar right. 

Weight: not recorcictl. 

Near Barrington. Cambs.. 1987/88. From same held 
as no. 1.^ above. 

M.A.S B. and M.J.B. 

15. 'Catuveilauni'. bronze ol 'I'aseiovanus, Mack 
19(1. 

0/m’. head riglii. wiili long beard. 

Rev. VI R-', horseman right. 

Weight: not recoided. 

Near Barrington. Cambs. (site recorded on county 
Sites and Monuments Register). 1987/88. From same 
held as no. 13 above. 

M.A.S.B. and M.J.B. 

16. ’Catuveilauni'. bronze unit of Tasciovanus. cf. 
Mack 189. VA 189(1-1 (CCI 89/23(’i). 

Ohv. RVii above lion r. within dtuible circle. 

Rev. eagle with spread wings. 

Weight: 1 .69g. 

Bracklev area. Northants. Metal detector hnd. 

C.F.K./D.J.Il. 

17. ■Catuveilauni'. bronze core of plated stater of 
Cunobelinc. cf. Mack 211. or VA 1931-9 (CCI 
89/217). 

Ohv. traces of c a \tv divided by corn ear. 

Rev. CVNIO ’I below horse prancing r.; above, stai and 
branch. 

Weight: 4.2lg. 

West Wycombe. Bucks. Metal detector hnd. 

C.E.K.,''D.J.H. 

18. 'Catuveilauni'. bronze unit of Cunobelinc. Mack 
221. VA 1971-1 (CCI 89/218). 

Obv. evNOU I-LINI in two compartments of tablet. 
Rev. seated Victory I. 

Weight: 2.67g. 

Bracklcy. Northants. Metal detector find. 

C.E.K../D..I.I1. 

19. 'Catuveilauni'. silver unit of C/unobeline. Mack 

237. VA 2057-1 (CCI 89/11) 

Ohv. fVNO. Winged bust r. 

Rev. TASCIO. Wingetl sphinx I. 

Weight: l.I7g. 

West Wycombe, Bucks. Metal detector find. 

C.E.K./D.J.H. 

2(1. 'Catuveilauni'. silver unit of Cunobeline, cf. 
Mack 238. VA 2059-1 (CCI 89/12). 

Ohv. |TASCI|lOVANII. Romanised bust r. 

Rev. CVN0BC|LI|. Seated figure r.. playing lyre. 
Weight: I.28g. 

West W/ycombe. Bucks. Metal detector find. 

C.E.K./D.J.Il. 

21. 'Catuveilauni', silver unit of Cunobeline, Mack 

238. VA 2059-1 (CCI 89/219). 

Ohv. I ASCIIIOVAN). Romanised bust r. 


Rev. |(.■VNOHl•:l.lNl|. .Seated figure r. 

Weight; 1.3()g. 

Blackley. Northants. Metal detector find. 

C.E.K./D..I.I1. 

22. 'Catuveilauni', silver unit r)f Cunobeline (CCI 
89/17), 

Ohv. fVNO. Bearriless Romanised head r. 

Rev. TAS. Victory with outstretched arm, walking i . 
Weighi: l.24g. 

West Wvcombe, Bucks. Metal detector find. 

C.E.K./D..I.II 

23. ’Catuveilauni', silver unit of Cunobeline (CCI 
89/96. also 90/852). 

Ohv. (?)serpent(s) coiled within border of inter- 
twined lines, cf. Mack 214, VA 1947-1. 

Rev. fVN below Pegasus springing I. 

Weight: I (I5g. 

Haverhill, near. Suffolk. Metal detector find. 

M.J.C. 

24. ’Catuveilauni'. bronze unit of Cunobeline. Mack 

242. VA 2089-1 (CCI 89/235). 

Ohv. CVNOBEt.1 Nl. Laureate head I. 

Rev. traces of I'.ascidvani I-. Centaur r.. blowing 
horn. 

Weight: 2.4,3g, 

Bracklev area. Northants. Metal detecttir I'nul. 

C.E.K./D.J.H. 

25. ’Catuvellaunr, bronze unit ol Cunobeline, Mack 

243, VA 2901-1 (CCI 89/13). 

Obv. head r.. inscription almost effaced. 

Rev. sow r.. traces of insciiption above. 

Weight: l.39g. 

West Wvcombe. Bucks. Metal detector find. 

C.E.K./D.J.H. 

26. ’Catuveilauni', bronze unit of Cunobeline. Mack 
246, VA 2095-1 (CCI 89/228). 

Obv. bust r. Inscription illegible. 

Rev. TASC below exergual line. Bull butting r. 
Weight: l.l9g. 

Wiltshire. Metal detector hml. 

C.E.K./D.J.H. 

27. ’Catuveilauni'. bronze unit of Cunobelinc. Mack 
249. VA 2099-1 (CCI 89/14). 

Ohv. C'V NO. Pegasus springing r. 

Rev. r.ASC'i. Victory sacrificing a bull r. 

Weight: 2.36g. 

'W'est W'vcombe, Bucks.' Metal detector find. 

C.E.K./D.J.H. 

28. 'Catuveilauni'. bronze unit of Cunobeline, Mack 
249. VA 2099-1 (CCI 89/229). 

Ohv. cv NO, Pegasus springing r. 

Rev. ITIASCI. Victory sacrificing a bull r. 

Weight: 2..33g. 

Ascot, Berks. Metal detector find. 


C.E.K./D.J.Il. 



2y. ■CaluvelUiimi', bronze unit of Cunobelinc. Mack 
249, VA 2099-1 (CCl 89/230). 

Ohv. in.scriplion illegible. Pegasus springing r. 

Rev. inscription off flan. Victory sacrificing a bull r. 
Weight: 2.5(lg. 

Ascot. Berks. .Metal detector find. 

C.E.K..'D.J II. 

30. ‘Trinovantes’, cast bronze Apollo' head of Thu- 
rrock (hoard) type. V A 1410-1 (nearest). 

Obv. I lelmcted head left. 

Rev. Bull chargiin; right. 

Weight: 3.025g. 

Cleeve Prior. Worcs. New Site West, 22 April 1990. 
Metal detector find by Mr R. Laight. 

This is a rem;irk;ihle hnd being so far north-west of 
the main centre, which is Esse.'i/Kent. 

WAS 

31. 'Triiiovaiites', bronze unit of Addedomaros. cf. 
Mack 273. VA 1646-1 (C'CI 89/231). 

Ohv. head I. with corded hair. 

Rev. horse I.; above, pellet; behind. A. 

Weight; l.26g. 

Bicester, near. Oxon.’ Vielal detector lintl. 

C.E.K./D.J.H. 

32. Trinovantes'. bronze unit. cf. Mack 274. V.'\ 
161.3-1 (CCl 89/.3). 

Ohv. head 1. with corded hair ('.’). 

Rev. horse 1. with ring ornaments beneath and above, 
anti pellet below tail. 

Weight: 1.89g. 

WInirf harm. Cliffe. Kent. Metal detector lind. 

C E.K. D .1 II. 

33. Trinovantes'. bronze tif Duhnovellaunus, Mack 
281. 

Ohv. head left, with wreath over eai. 

Rev. horse left, pelleted annulet above ainl below. 
Weight: 2.06g. Die a.xis: 2lP. 

Ciimbridce (Arburv Estate), belbre c. lOStr. 

M.A..S.B. and M.,I.B. 

.34. 'Cantii'. bronze unit. For obv. cf. Mack 278 rev . 
and liN.1 .38. 1988. Coin Register, no. 67 t>hv. 

Ohv. uncerltiin animal r.. heatl lurnetl hack. 

Rev horse I 
Weight; l.76g. 

Wharf Farm. Cliffe. Kent. Metal detector find 

C.E.K. D.J.ll. 

3.3 Dohunni. copper alloy ct)rc of plated staler of 
\' A type 11)1)5-1. e. .3.3-3fl B.C. 

Weigiii; 4.242g. Die axis; 271)''. Diamcler: 2l.,3min. 
"On the Fosse Way ", wilhiii the W\wt Midlands 
rcnion. Metal defector lintl. 

D.J.S. 

.3p. •Dobumn' silver drachin’ or unit. .Mack 378: 
VA 11)42-1. 


Ohv. devolved head, large pellet ft>r chin, scroll and 
pellets. 

Rev. iriplc-tailetl horse left, flower beltnv. 'bird' 
above. 

Weight: t).865g. 

W'illersley. Glos. 'W'illersley Barn Metal detector lind 
bv Ml B. Wright. 

W.A.S. 

.37. Dohunni, silver unit, VA 11)42-1. Corio I lead 
type, class B, c. .3I)-I5 B.C. 

Weight; l.l)()2g. 

Wappenbury. near. Warwickshire. March 1990. 
Metal detector lind (exact lind-spoi rccorticti cttnli- 
dentiallv in Birmineham Citv Museum). 

D..I..S. 

38. ■Dohunni . silver unit. V'A 1042-1 . Coriii I leatl 
tvpe, class B. c. .30-15 B.C. 

Weight: 1.037g, I7ie axis: 0". Diainelei: I4inm. 
Leiimington Spa. near. W'arwickshire. 1990. Metal 
detector fintl. 

D..I.S, 

.39, Dobunni' billon 'diachm" or unit. .Mack .378a; 
VA 104.3-1. 

Ohv. devolved head, 0x0 on face, scroll below lips. 
Rev. triple-tailed horse lell. pelleted annulet above, 
■flower' below. > 

Weight; l.l6g 

Wcifortl. Warwicks, WcIfortI 'V'illa', .North Field. 2.3 
March 1990. Meftil detector find bv Mr R. Ltiiuhi. 

W'.A.S. 

40. Dobunni' silver 'driichm' (broken half) .Vlack 
37Sa (nearest): VA 1045-1 Inearest). 

Ohv. Annulet eye. ptirl of nose, curls hehinil head. 
Rev. part of (iriple-liiiled?) horse lell. 'flower' below. 
W'eigiil: 0.49.3g 

Norton and Lenchwick. Worcs. Bhiney's I ane 
Twylord. near Evesham. 

Metiil i.leleclor lintl bv Mr B. Wright. 

W A..S. 

41. 'Dohunni'. iininscribed. billon 'tlrachni'. Mack 
.382 ear.; VA 1078-1 v;ir, 

Ohv. devolved head with scroll before nose, pellet in 
annulet eye. etc. 

Rev naturalistic triple-iailed Ikmsc left: vestigial 
letters as symbols m field. 

W'cight: 0.985g. 

North anil Middle Littleton. Worcs.. Cleeve I fill 
Romano-Bnlish site. .August 1989. .Metal dclectoi 
lind. 

W A.S 

42. Dobunni'. fragmentary silver inni. \'.A 0)78 I, 
Antedrii; I lead tvpe. class F. c 10 B ( A D |0, 
Weight:' 0.794g. ' 

Yapton. near. Sussex, earlv 1990. .Metal ilelccloi lind. 

D 1 S 
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43. •Dohunni'. inscribed, billon 'drachni' or iinil of 
Anted. Mack 3S7 var.; VA ll)iS2-l. 

Ohw devolveil Itend with scroll before nose, pellets in 
annulets etc. 

Ri'w nnturiilistic triple-lnileil horse left. .AN belovs , 
ri:D ((.'neek theta) above. 

Weiaht; tl.VSg. 

Bidford-on-Avon. Sttiple Mill Romano-British site. 
Warwicks.. July iy.S9. Metal detector lind by Mr B. 
Wrisjlit. 

W.A.S. 

44. Dobunni'. inscribed, silver •drachm' or unit of 
Anted. Mack .3^7 var.; VA l()<S.s-l var. 

Oh\ . devolved head with scroll before nose, pellets in 
annulets etc. 

Rev. devolved (tailless, etirless and nosele.ss) horse 
left. AN below. ICL) (Roman D) above. 

Weight; unreeorded. 

Mancetter. Mancetter Farm. Warwicks., during exca- 
vations. on the site of a Claudian-Vespasianic fort. 
1980. Found bv Mr K. Scort 

W.A.S. 

45. ’Dobunni' silver ’drachm' or unit. Mack .3S4b 
(nearest); VA HW-S-l (nearest). 

Obv. devolved head with very long lips, various 
symbols. 

Rev. crude triple-tailed horse left, annulet and cres- 
cent above. 

Weight: I.OIg. 

Norton and Lencliwick. Worcs. Blaney's Lane. 
Twyford. near Evesham. Metal detector lind by Mr 
B. Wrieht. 

W.A.S. 

4(i. ’Dobunni'. inscribed, base core of plated stater 
of Eisu. As Mack .388 (gold); VA I 10.5-1 (gold). 
Obv. fishbone pattern (Dobunnic emblem) almost 
completely gone. 

Rev. devolved horse rieht. wheel below, eisv above. 
Weight: 2.W5g. 

Ilenbury. Worcs.. Bayliss Farm, August 1989. Metal 
detector lind bv Mr L. Phillips. 

W.A.S. 

47. ’Dobunni’. inscribed, base core of plated slater 
of Eisu. As Mack .388 (gold): VA I 10.5-1 (gokl). 
Obv. fishbone pattern (Dobunnic emblem). 

Rev. devolved horse right, wheel below, (i-.isiv above. 
Weight: 2.915g. 

Hanbury, Worcs.. Bayliss Farm. September 1989. 
Metal detector lind by Mr L. Phillips. 

On the same held as nos 46 aiul 47. have been found 
contemporarv imittitions of Claudian asses. 

W.A.S. 

48. Dobunni’. inscribed, billon ’drachm’ or unit ol 
Eisu ('.>). Mtick .389: VA 1 1 lO-l. 

0)n'. devolved head w'llh scroll before nose, pellets in 
annulets etc. 


Rev. devolved (tailless) horse left. (Uii above. (S)V 
below. 

W'eight; I.IO,5g. 

Murcot. Wickenford. Worcs.. on Romano-British 
site. .September 1989. Metal ileiecior find by .Mr W.L. 
Cooke. 

W.A.S. 

49. Base core of plated stater, possibly a Dobunni 
counterfeit. Not found in Mack or V'A. 

Obv. (convex side) surface much disintegrated and 
possibly bhink ('.’). 

Rev. (concave side) single-tailed horse right ('.’). 
svmbols around. 

\Veighi: :.2(Mg. 

Wasperton. Warwicks. Iron Age-Roman-Saxon site 
in back-lill ol gravel pit. May 1986. Metal detector 
(inil bv Mr D. Adams. Warw’ickshire Mu.seum. 

W'.A.S. 

50. 'Dobunni' silver ’ilrachm’ or unit. Mack .38,3 
(reverse); V A 11.3.5-1 (re\erse). 

Obv. devolved head (off llan) .\ and scroll and 
crescent. 

Rev. prancing horse right, star ornament below. 
Weight: 0.55g. 

Probably Alcester. W'arwicks. B.W. Dasis Collec- 
tion, W'arwickshire Museum. 

W'.A.S. 

51. ’Dobunni’ silver ’drachm' or unit. Mack .38.3; 
VA 1 1.35-1. 

Obv. devolved head, three pelleted annulets on face, 
’daisy' ttf pellets, scroll, etc. 

Rev. Single-tailed naturalistic horse right; above, 
annulet with three crescents; various other symbols 
around. 

Weight; ().96g. 

North and Middle Littleton. W'dics. Cleeve Hill 
Romano-British site. November 1989. Metal detector 
Itnd bv Mr B. Wriuht. 

W A S. 

52. ’Dobunni’ silver ’drachm’ or unit. Mack 38.3 
(nearest); V'A 11.3.5-1 (nearest). 

Obv. devolved heail. aniuilei eye, annulet, crescent 
and two ’daisies' of pellets. 

Rev. Single-tailed naluralisiic horse right; above, 
annulet with three crescents, various sy mbols around. 
Weight: (l.8.3g. 

W'illerslev. Cilos. W'illerslev Barn. Metal detector lind 
by Mr B.' Wridii. 

W'.A.S. 

53. ’Dobunni’. uninsciibeil, silver ’tirachm'. Mack 
383; VA II.3.5-I (Catli I lead type, class I). 

Obv. devolved head with crescent before nose. etc. 
Rev. naturalistic single-tailed horse right, cross below 
(mostly off llan). annulet and three crescents above. 
W'eight: 0.94g. 



Clccve Prior, Worcs.. new' Romano-Briiish site. 
Septemher IVSy. Metal detector lind by Mr R.J. 
Laiuht. 

W.A.S. 

5A. leeni'. silver unit. Mack 419. VA 7111-1 (CCl 
89/ 19). 

Ohw double crescent emblem, two pellets between 
ereseents ami live-fold wrealli across field. 

/?(■!'. horse r.: above, pellet surrounded by circle of 
same; below, animd monogram and three pellets; 
two pellets beneath horse's tail. 

Weight; not available. 

Norton Subcourse, Norlolk, l9S.s. 

C.E.K./D.J.H. 

5?. Corieltauvi. silver unit. VA S77-.r. 

Obw blank. 

Rev. horse r.. large ring of pellets above. 

Weight; l.O.l.fg. 

Near Leicester. The same site has also produced 18 
Roman coins ranging from a Clauiiian as to bron/es of 
the House of V'alentinian. an Anglo-Sa.son sceat. 4 
Long Cross cut fractions and pennies of Edward 1 and 
Edward III. Met;il detector (iiul. Remains in the 
trade. Published by permission of Mi O. Charman of 
I'ormal Coins. Uirminiiham, 

D.J.S. 

.Sb. Uncertain, silver unit (fragment) (CCl S9/2.74), 
C7/>i'. abstract pattern (crossed wreaths?) decorated 
with ring, spiral and zigzags in held. 

Rci\ tibstraci pattern. 

Weight: ()..'2g (severely chipped). 

Bracklev area. Northants. iVlel;il detector Hnd. 

C.E.K.D.J.H. 

57. Lhicertain. bronze unit (CCl 89/7). 

(fhy. unclear 

Ri'\'. horse 1. 

Weight: 0.9(ig. 

Manor Earm. Cliffe. Kent. Metal detector linil. 

C.r..K./D.,l.li. 

loiiis 

58. Gold tremissis. Locosancto (Lieusaint. Seine-et- 
Marne). moneyer Dtigoaldus (Pnni 852). 

Ohv. incosANCO (S on its side). Diatlemed prolile 
bust to right 

Rn . -l-DAt'OALDO. Cross with forked ends resting on 
the rosette ol wreath forming inner circle. () ami 1. 
(inverted) for L O in lower angles. 

Weight: l.27g ( I9.(igr). Die a.\is; <•. 27lP. 

Heston. Middlesex. Shown at British Museum Sept- 
ember 1981. 

\1 . M . A . 

59. Gold tremissis. Huy. moneyer Bertoaklus (<./. 
Belfort 15.^(i-9). 

Ohv. CNfr-t- |-|ti . Criule prohle heatl to right. 


Rev. UttCIOAL. Cross on globe, lines extending at an 
angle diiwiiwards from additional erviss bar on globe 
almost to outer circle 
Weight. L.Hg (2(1. 2gr). Die axis; 225°. 

Sheppev. Kent. 197(ls. Illustrated .\2. 

M.M.A. 

btl. Gold tremissis, Briossus (Brioux. Deux-Sevres). 
Poitiers area, moneyer Chadulfus (<■./. Belfort 97(1). 
Ohv. UKiosso xteo. Crude profile bust to right, hand 
and cross before lace. 

Rev. -i-t'ilAD\'LF\ b M\ . Cross with arms lormed by 
triangles viii a globe with a pellet in each angle. 
Weight: 1.24g (19.1gr. two holes towards the edge of 
coinf Die axis; 180°. 

Billingsgate. London, spoil, c. 1987. Shown British 
Museum. Augu.st 1989. 

.M.M.A. 

61. Gold tremissis. Catullaeo (.St Denis. Seine), 
moneyer Ebrigiselus (same dies as Prou p. 182. 835. 
(pi. xiii. 25)); evidence of a loop-mount. 

Ohv. ( ATOt .ACO. DiademevI prolile bust to right 
Rev. -l-libKUOlsil..O. .Anchor-cross on globe. 

Weight: 1 .24g ( 19. Igr). Die axis: 180° 

Rochester. Kent (near), etirly 1990 Acquiretl b\ the 
British Museum ( 1 990-(>-22- 1 ) . 

Another coin in (he British Museum by the same 
moneyer at the piint is from the same obverse die only 
( 1924^ 10-1. s-9. without lindspot). This moneyer later 
struck coins in the name ol St Denis. Several coins 
have recently been rcpivrted as founil 'near 
Rochester'; it has not been possible to esttiblish the 
precise provenance of this coin, or its associtition. if 
any. with the findspoi(s) of the others. I he com has 
traces of where a mount has been removed, possibly 
recently. This suggests tluit it might have come from a 
grave deposit. 

M.M.A. 

.Seem I IIS 

62. Scent. Series B (Rigold B I ,C). BMC type 27b. 
London?, i. 690-7(10. 

Ohv oTaI |vtoo, heatl right with single straiul 
diadem, large eye. pellet in htiir; in beaded serpent 
border. 

Rev. oavnamv..\n..\oo, hirti right on cross Ihinketl by 
two annulets; in beaded serpent border. 

Weight: I . I4g ( 17.6gr|. Die-axis: 180°. 

Near Orwell. Ctinibs. (site recortied on the county 
Sites and Mtuiuments Register), spring 1990 I rom 
same held as two Celtic staters, nos 2-.^ above. 

Struck Irom the same obverse the tis Rigoltl BI .C2 
(/LVy .?0 (1960-1). pi .^1. Irom the Biirhiim (Kenti 
hoard, dep. t. 700. Hie reverse inscription is almost 
identical to those ol Rigold Bl Cl.i and BI.C2/i. 

M.A.S.B and VI .I.B. 

63. Sceat. Seiies C. /07C type 2 runic'. Kentish, 
moneyer ,-Ep;i 

Ohv a radiiite bust light, with ’epii' in runes 
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Rev. devolved stiindurd. 

VVeighi; l.Olg (15.dgi). Die axis: 

Near C'hcliiisford. Essex. Found bv Mr G. Bell in 
I ‘Ml. 

This eoin confornis to type, although it is a little 
liehicr than usual. 

M.J.C. 

M. Sccat. Contincnt;il Runic. Series D. (lh\IC 2c 
(Noiili IhSE Frankish, c. 7(MI-7I(). 

Weight: l.ll')g ( I6.8gr). Die axis: c. 0" as illustrated. 
Bredear (near). Kent. Fouiul hv Mr A. Crantpton. 
IWd." 

M.M A. 

h5. Seeat. type S (Series D), Lower Rhinelaiul 
region. < . 7(10-10. 

D/n . cross and lour pellets with pseudo-letters in the 
border. 

Rn'. staiulard decorated with loin l.s and central 
annulet, in border a cross and a zig-zag. 

Weight: 1.1 7g ( IS.IIgr). 

West Winch. Norfolk (near). Found in 1‘Wl near 
West Winch, to the south of Kings Lynn, and shown 
to us through the gooil oflices of /\ndrew Rogerson at 
the Norfolk Archaeological Unit. The exact site is 
recorileil on the county Sites and Monunieiils Regis- 
ter (no. 254b.s). 

M.A.-S.B, and M.J.B. 

66. Sceat. 'porcupine'. Series E (Metcalf E. with 
extra pellets in rev. held). Secondarv |ih;ise, Frisi;i, c. 
7Ls-.^0. 

Weight: L74g (26..Sgr. high weight tiue to a blob ol 
extra silver, possibly the remains of a mount) Die 
axis: t. tl" as illustrated. 

VVeston. Herts.. Found bv Mr T. llins:. 

“m.m.a. 

67. Seeat. porcupine'. Series E. (obv. as Metcalf 
D). Secondary phase. Frisia, t. 715— sll. 

Rcy. similar to .Metcalf 1 1. except lines in lower ptirt of 
standard arc parallel with the lower border, not at an 
angle to il. 

Weight: LII6g (l0.3gr). Die axis: 90'’. 

Isle ol VV'ight. Shown at the British Museum (where 
Slid reference is on record). October l‘789, 

M.M. A. 

68. Sceat. Series F. c./'. BA/C 24b {i.f. North 62). 
Frankish, c. 700-10. 

Obv. Diademed hetid to right, pseudo-legend. Same 
die as a eoin in the British Museum c.v .Aston Rowant 
hoard (l‘)71-l2-l(v-76). 

Rev. Cross on steps, an annulet at the ends ol the 
three upper arms, pseudo-legend (details almost illeg- 
ible as a result of corrosion). 

Weight: 0.9,3!i ( I4..3gi . chipped and corroded). Die 
axis: OL 

Datching. Sussex. October l‘>S4 

M.M. A. 


69. Sceat. Scries F, c./. BMC 24b (c./. North 62). 
Frankish, c. 710-20. 

Obv. Diademed profile bust to right. oXo behind 
head, pseudo letters before face. 

Rev. Circiimscriptioi! legeml of pseudo letters. Cross 
on step, with an tinnulet at end of top and side arms. 
Weight: L06g (l6.4gr). Die axis: i . 45*. 

Iligham. Kent. .April I9‘f(l. Found by Mr R. Filiekl. 

This eoin is a die-diiplieate of a coin in the British 
Museum ( 1 ‘7.3.5- 1 1- 1 7 247, (.v fiarnelt Becpiest). 
These two coins are both lighter, and presumptively 
slightly later, than the coins of this type pieseni in the 
.Aston Rowaiil hoard. 

M M A. 

70, Sceat. Series R. BMC 2 (North 165). East 
Anglia, moneyer Wigra'd. c. 7.30-50. 

Weight: 0,77g ( 1 I.Sgr. verv base metal). Die axis; c. 
.345° 

Wolverlou, Bucks.. 1‘7<SI. 

This coin is very similar to coins of the type and 
monevei in the Middle Harling hoard. Illustrated .\2. 

.M..V1.A. 

71 . Sceat, Series U. BMC2Ac (North <S5). Uncertain 
;uca of issue, c. 720-40. 

Obv. Standing man with head prolilc to right, holding 
two crosses. 
fiev. Wolf whorl. 

Weight: 0.74g ( I l.4gr). Die axis: tl* as shown. 
Thames foreshore at Lambeth. London. June 19*70. 
Found bv Mr Richard Blacklaw-Jones. 

M.M, A. 

72, Sceat. Eadbcrht of Northumbria. Booth Biii. 21 
(North 17K). 

Obv. .COTBEUOhlvr. 

Rev. Quadruped to left, three pellets below raised 
foreleg, also three smaller pellets under animal, a 
single pellet in curve of tail. 

W'eight; L25g (l*7..3gi, has been cleaned). Die axis: 
L3.5°‘. 

Stutlon. near Tadcaster. N. Yorkshire, in 1986, 
.Apparently an isolated lind. 

Different dies from the two coins ol this variety 
listed by .1. Booth in SeeatKi.s in England and die 
Coniineni. edited bv David Hill and D.M. Metcalf. 
BAR British .Series 1 2S. 1*784. pp, 71-111. 

P (i.S. 

CundinCntn eoin 

7,3 Late ninth- to early tenth-century denier in the 
name ot Charles the Bald. Pinters, e.j. ME( 1 nos 
‘752-cS. and pp 238-9. 

Obv. +( AKLVs i{i;.\ I-. Cross ptittee. 

Rev. -t-MFT \ VI I r). Monogram. 

W'eight; l.61g (27.8gr. crtieked around inner circle, 
not pecked). Die axis; c. 270“. 

Chigwell. E.ssex (precise lindspot on record in the 
British Museum), Found by Mr Malcolm Berry while 
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gardening in Is)(i3. and shown at the British Museum 
in IWh hv Mr 1. Siewarl. Gravesend. 

M.M.A. 


l.ttU'r Atif>lo-Su.\-(/ii coins 

74. Ol'fa. Grrmp II. cf. Blunt 55-6 (North 287). 
Canieiiiuiy. moneyer Fahelvald. 

Ohr. in two lines, pelleted line with 

forked ends between them. 

lice, l-at't / VAI.D in Iwo lines, pelleted line with paltee 
ends between them. 

Weigtii: I . I Ig ( |7. Igr ehippeil). Die axis: 6(6. 

Borley. Essex (just over the county border from 
Sudbury). Found by Mr Riehman near a penny ol 
Ecgberht (no 17 below), and shown iit the British 
Museum, 20 October 1689. 

M.M..'\. 

75. Cyneihryih, wife ol Ofla. Portrait type (North 
.3.49), Moneyer Eoba. c 787-92 

Oh\ . uob.a: bust r.. trefoils of pellets behind head 
iiiid in legend. 

Rev. +: c VNh A RV a RfcCiiNA. aiound M. 

Weight: l.lOg. Die axis: 240". 

Llanbedrgoch. Anglesey (Gwynedd). .August 198V. 
Metal detector lind (tind-spot recorded). Now in 
Niitional Museum of Wales. 

Same obverse die ;is .SCBl Norweb 9.3 and 
which shows similiii die-damage. I'he reverse die 
appears to be new. 

E M B. 

76. Coenwult, BLS Group IB. 72 (North .352). 
Rochester, Ealhstan. c. 810-i , 820. 

Ohv. +c()LNv\ 1 - i<i;S M (S retrograde), bust to right. 
Wer. +HAi.(t7l an \(()NI-(a. cross molme. 

Weight: 1..35g (20.8gr. cracked and bent). Die ;i\is: 
270"' 

Little Kimble. Bucks. (I.-Xiicl liiulspot on contideniial 
record in Bucks. County Museum. Aylesbury ) 
Found by Mr C.P, l.aw.son. spring 1990. 

I.7ifferenl dies from the two ct'ins listed in BI S. I'he 
spelling Rl-.s for Ri.x. not previously recorded in this 
group, rectills the forms In S foimil on East Anglian 
coins of Beonmi ;md AtheKian I. 

M.M.A. 

77. Ecgberht of Wessex. Pori rail. Monogram type. 
fl.V/C i (North 57.3). Canterbury, moneyer Diormod. 
c. 82.3-8 

Ohv. + i.r'(iHi.R(iii Ri.|\. 

Rev -(-i>((>RM|f)|i) xtftM- 1 (NE ligatured). 

Weight: I . I8g ( 18. 2gr. chipped). Die axis: r 270 ’. 
Boifey. Esse.x. October 1989, Found by Mr Richmiin 
nettr a pennv of Ofl.i (no. 74 above). 

.VL.M A. 

78. Aihelsttm. Bust Crowrted tvpe. BMC uii (North 
67.3). Southern giouir. moneyer Berhtreil 


Ohv. -I- /t op I STAN REX. 

Rev. +lil:RltrRhU MONLI. 

W'eight: 1.2.3g (IV.Ogr). Die axis: 270". 

Carlisle. Cumberland. 1988, Found in e.xcaxatiims 
and published here in advance of the site report by 
kind permission of the director. Mr G. Kievill, 
Although the moneyer is recorded in CTCli for 
Edward the Elder. Edmund anil Eadred. Oils is his 
first know'll coin for Athelstan. and his only known 
coin for any reign of the Bust Crowned type. No 
mint-signed coins of the moneyer are extant, but the 
Southern style of the present coin confirms his loca- 
tion in that area; no die-link which might establish the 
mint has been tound. 

M.M.A. 

79. Eadred. HTI type (North 7tl6. 6 T'CEVh). North 
Eastern mint, moneyer Hunied. 

Ohv. -t - eadred REX Z. 

Rev. IIVN / RED I. 

Weight: 1 .25g ( I9..3gr). Die axis; 22.5“. 

Newark, Notts.. March 1990. Found during gardening 
by .Mrs P.M. Horn (precise liiulspot on record in 
Newark and British Museums) 

M.M.A. 

80. Eadred. Bust Crowned type (North 715, C'/'C/; 
228). Norw ich, moneyer Boge. 

Ohv. -I-HAI6RI I0 RE-E- 

Rev. -t-iiODE iiON-.Tov (T inverted). 

Weight and die axis not recorded. 

Thelforil. Norfolk (near), spring 1990. Found by Mr 
D. Glover. 

M.M.A. 

81. Eadwig, Circumscription Cross type [BMC v). 
probably Exeter, moneyer lohan. 

Ohv. I -t-t |Al.lVVKi REX ANl.Lul |. 

Rev. -t-tOII.AN M0N| |EC+t( 0 . 

Weight: 0.39g (3.9gr; very corroded, part o( edge 
missing). Die axis; 180“. 

.Moreton. Wirial. Cheshire. 1987. Found in exca- 
vations. stratilied in the upper Oil ol a ditch. 

Cireumsci iption Cross coins of this reign are rare; 
C 'IC'h. records only live. The moneyer lohan was not 
preiiouslv known for Lhulwig. oi m the |)ie-Reloim 
tvpes of Edgar, but is recorded in Ihe posi-Reform 
tvpe iit Exeiei. (The lohan working in the reigns ol 
Edward the Elder, and ol Alhclsian at Chichester, 
cannot be Ihe same person.) The obverse ilie is not 
shared by the only known Exeter coin by a different 
monever, but Ihe style ol the coin would be compat- 
ible with an attribution to this mint. The characlei is- 
ticallv heavy edge is present although it has been 
eroded, The letters following what appe;irs to be the 
(l \|l( ol the mint signature c.m be paialleled on 
other CC coins ol the reign, including one Exeter 
piece where III! appears at the end ol the obveise 
leiiend. 

K P 
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82. /Eihelrcd II. First H:ind type (llild. Bl; Ni)tih 
766). £•. ‘J7'>-85. Mint uncertain, moneyer Godwine 
Ohr. |lr bl) Ki:x Aj. 

Rev. iGODPINb m[. 

Fragment. Weight; U.99g ( 15.3gr). Die a.xis: 90°. 
Heinpnall. near. Norfolk. Foiinil netir ileiiipnall. 
some 14 km south of Norwich (site recorded on the 
county Sites and Monuments Register). It wassliown 
to us in Ntwember 1989 through the kindness ol 
Andrew Rogerson of the Norfolk .Archaeological 
Unit. 

The coin IS of southern style (Dolley and Talvio's 
'southern A'). The moneyer Cutdwine is known tti 
have struck coins of this type at E.xeter. London, and 
Stamford, hut given the style the latter is most 
unlikely. No die-link with this cthn Inis been foiinil. 

M.A.S.B. and M.J.B. 

8.3. /Etheircd II. Last Small Cross type (North 777). 
Shafteshuiy, Moneyer ^Elfwine. £. 1{)09-I()I7. 

Obv. -t-.tDELU.tD kE.X \NG: 

Rev. +.l-l.H’INb UN SGhKlt. 

Weight; L4l)g. Die tixis: l(l()“. 

'Sully Moors', near Ctirdiff. South Glamorgan. 
August 1989. Metal detector find (find-spot 
recorded). Now in National Museum of Wales, 

Siime dies as Doubledav (Glen,, 6.x. 87). lot 4.36. 

E.M.B. 

84. EdwartI the Confessor. Short Cross type. RMC 
ii (North 818). Stevning. moneyer Wulfgau, c. 
1048-50, 

Obv -FtDl’l RD R C 
Rev. +PVt.HHT ON .S‘t,b. 

Weight; 0.90g ( I3.9gr. small corrosion hole). Die 
axis; 0°. 

Finilspot not known. 

The moneyer of this coin (British Museum, 1989- 
10-18-2. presented by A.U. Baldwin & Sons) was 
hitherto known only in the following Exptinding Cross 
type. 

.M.M.A. 

85. Edward the Confessor, cut-halfpenny. Pyramids 
type, RMC \\ (North 831 ). Uncertain mint, moneyer, 
Godwine?. c. 106.5-6, 

Obv. I |RI) RHX. 

Rev. I IPINE ON l| |. 

Weight; 0.49g (7.5gr) Die axis: 0°. 

Thames F.xchange, London spoil. Shown British 
Museum June 1990. Found bv MrT. Yenall. 

M.M.A. 


Ro.st Coiiiiiie.'ii tain.', 

86. William 1. Canopy type. BMC iii (North 843). 
l.incoln. moneyer Godrie, c. 1070-2. 

Obv. -EPILI.EMVS REX I. 

Rev. | 1 - IGOIJRIC ONLINE OL . 

Weight; 1 .26g ( I9.4gr). 


Granthiim area. Lines. Fouiul bv Mr Rock, early 
1990. 

I'he moneyer was not previously recorded at the 
mint in this period. 

M.M.A. 

87. William I. Two Sceptres type. BMC iv (North 
844), Warwick, moneyer ■l luircil, c- I072-4. 

Obv. -t PlLLEM REX ANGL. 

Rev. -i-l)VRKII.ONPOERbl. 

Weight: L3lg (20.2gr. cracked). Die axis: 0“. 
Darcnih, Kent. Found in .Linuary 1989 at Old Mill 
Fiirni by Mr A.P. I lobhv when the site was being 
excavated for ballast tind shingle. Offered .NChc May 
1990, 2493. 

Thurcil was previously recorded in types III and V, 
but not in type IV. The obverse die is different from 
that of the coin bv Lilitic. SCBI Midlands 535 

M.M.A. 


88. William 1. Two Sceptres type. BMC iv (North 
844). Canieibiiry. moneyer Man. t. 1072-4. 

Obv. +Pll.LnM REX ANGLOR. 

Rev. +MAN ON GANDILBl. 

Weight; L34g (20.7gr). Die tixis: 90' . 

Scasaltci . Kent. Found on the foreshore in the spring 
ol 1987 by Mr C. Wren. 

Same dies as B.MCZl'). Coins nos 89 and lol below 
were found at the stime place in Seasalter. along with 
a small hoard of twenty-six Short Cross coins (to be 
published later). The site also yielded fragments of a 
penny of William 11, BMC type iii. in too poor 
condition to identify further oi to illustrate here. At 
the lnt|uest held at Canterbury on 2 July 1987 the 
Short Cross coins were declared treasure trove, but 
not the rest. Evidence was given of changes m the 
shore line since the eleventh century, and of the port 
and market activities there in the medieval period. 
The coins were returned after recording to the 
tinders. Mr Bernard Waite and Mr Christopher Wren, 
who then kindly donated (ham to the Canterbiny 
Museum. I am indebted to the tinders, who allowed 
me to examine the coins anti to the curator <>1 the 
Canterbury Museums. Mr K.G.FL Reedie and his 
colleague Mr D. Dawson, for their help, anil for 
permission to publish the coins here. 

M M.A- 

89, Williani I. Paxs type. BMC viii (North 849). 
London, moneyer Ethic, c. 108.3-6. Same tlies as 
BMC 792. 

Obv. Il’ILlLLM |Rb.\|. 

Rev. -f-ElDR|IE'ON I|IINI>1N. 

Weight; (I.(i9g (l(),6gr. chipped tiitd very oxidised). 
Dic axis: If. 

Seastilter. Kent, Found on the shore in the spring of 
1987 by .Mr B. Waite. (For backgi’ound, see no. 88 
above.) 


M.M.A. 
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‘)(l. Norway. Dial Kyrre. penny. Maimer 

Period Ilb. Grcsii class Cii. similai to Shive pi. 111. 2(1. 
bill Irom dil'tcreni dies. 

Ohv. +v[ j. Devolved bust to left. 

Rev. +A + I() (unbarred A). Die axis: IS(I°. 

Raunds. eastern Northants. F-‘ound on 0 May 1984 in 
exeavalions directed by Michel Aiidouy for the 
Northamptonshire County Council Archaeology Unit 
as part of the Raunds Project at Raunds. Langham 
Road. Northants. (SP9987,32) Permission to publish 
the coin here has kindly been given by the County 
Archaeologist 

A series of rescue excavations in and around 
Raunds has been jointly run by the County Council 
and English Heritage (G.E. Cadman. Raunds 1977- 
198.3; an excavation summary'. Medieval Archaeo- 
lofiv. 27 (198.3), 107-22; B. Foard and T. Pearson. 
Roiauh Area Prajeci First Interim Report. 
Nortliampton.sliire Arcluieoli/^y . 20 (198.3)). The com 
was found in evaluation trench BSTI.3, ultimately 
subsumed within an area excavation known as 
Raunds. Langham Road. The occupation set|uence 
revealed intensive Late Sa.xon and Medieval activity, 
including the construction of village tenements: the 
trench in which the coin was found straddled the hack 
line of these. The coin lay in the sill lill of a small cut. 
possibly a posthole, sealeil by a laver which was 
probably a cultivalitm horizon. Pottery from the (ill 
included St Neois type ware of the later tenth and 
eleventh centuries, a summary of the e.vcavation has 
been published in B. Dix (ed). Raunds .Area Project 
Second Interim Report' Sortliamptonshire Arehaeo- 
/ogv. Vol 21 (|9Sb-7), 18-24. 

M.A.. M.M A. and G E.C 

9|. William II. Cross V'oided type. /LUf'iii (North 
85.3), Bristol, monever Barewit. c. 1092-5. 

Ohv. +lt.l.ll.vit It KtA I. 

Rev. +miin in I ().\ nun. 

Weight; l.29g (I9.9gr). Die axis: O”. 

Hampton Wafer, near Leominster. Ileiefords.. IvoS. 
Found by Mr I . Burton. 

The moneyer of this coin (British Museum. 
19b8-,5-l-l ) was formerly known only in types iv and 
V. and was cited bv L.V. (irmsell in 7/ic History and 
Co/»(ui'C of the Bristol Mint (1986). p. 40 from this 
coin. 

M.M. A. 

92. William II. Crosses Paitee and Fleurv ivpe. 
WA/C tvpe iv, r. 1095-8. London .’. /Eeelword? 

G/n . rifll.l |M| 1, 

Rev. +ii;| |ti| |()M!!! (NL ligatured), solid 
lleurs. 

Weight: 0.79g ( I2.2gr). fragment, Die axis: 180 . 
Marham. Norfolk. Found spring 1988 from the same 
site as the Edward the Confessor cut farthing CCoin 
Register 1987'. no. 161). The finder also reporter.! .i 
William 11. type ii eiil-halfpenny from the same site, 
though it has been disposed of. 

M.A.S.B. and ,\1..LB 


9,3. William 11. penny. Cross Fleury and Piles type. 
BMC V (North 8.56). Canterburv. Winedi. i. 1098- 
1100 . 

Obv. -i-PIl.LEL.Vl Kl, 

Rev. -i-PI\'l>l ON 1--|TI 

Weight: L20g (18.5gr). Die axis: 270°. 

Parish ol Knotting and SoirUirop. Heels. (Exact 
lindspot on conlidenlial record in Bedford Museum). 
Found by Mr Richard Martin, on land owned by Mr 
Richard Parrish, in .lanuary 1990; shown at the British 
Museum by Miss C.R. Winglield of Bedford 
Museum. (Illustrated by reductions from enlarged 
photographs.) 

M.M.A- 

94. Henry 1. Annulets type. BMC i (North ,857). 
Colchester, moneyer /Eelfsi. 1 100-c. 1 102. 

Obv. -HIINIKI Kt .Nl (NL ligulate). 

Rev. -t-IELfSI ON COLLCE. 

Weight: L0()g ( I6..3gr, small corrosion hole). Die 
axis;' 11°. 

Tutburv. Staffs.. 1990. Found on the bank of the river 
Trent near Tuthury Castle. 

This coin (British Museum. 1990-(v-2.3-| ) is a die 
duplicate of the only other recorded coin for the type 
at the mint. Lockett 1042. showing that the mint 
signature lacks the final S included m the reading in 
the sale catalogue. 

. M.M. A. 

95. Henry 1. Profile /Cross Fleury type. BMC ii 
(North 858). London, moneyer Ordgar. c. 1102-4. 
Obv -niLNRK uc.\ (C and R ligatured, resulting in a 
letter resembling an L w'ith a loop at the top). 

Re\. -fOKlXillK ON l.VN. 

Weight; L.30g (20.0gr). Die axis; 180°. 

Winibornc (near). Doisel. carlv 1990. Found bv Mr 
G.ILD. Hoskins, 

This coin is from different dies from the only other 
rccordeil example. Solhebv 19. vi. 1984. 1.31. 

M.M. A. 

96. Henry 1. cut-h;ilfpenny . Annulets and Piles. 
BMC type iv (North 860). London, moneyer Sper- 
ling, r. 1107-08. 

()h\ . +I1V.S— 

Rev +SPLK — 

Weight; 0.62g. Die axis: 0". 

Alcester, Warwicks.. Bypass route, end of Mill Road. 
July 1989 .VIetal detector lind b\ .MrJ. Lewis. 

WAS. 

97. Henry 1. Pointing Bust and Stars ivpe ( /fA/f vi). 
Soutliwtirk. moneyer Leolwine. < 1 1 10-2. 

O/t. lil .NKI to .\. 

Rev. I I IflM ON S\ I liV \ ( ') 

Weight; LI4g l2L(>gr). Die axis: 225 . 

.Alcester. Warw icks In a held almost opposite ( berry 
Trees .Motel. .30 March i960. .Meial detector find liv 
Mr B Wright. 


W A.S. 



232 


COIN RECilSTF.R 


98. Henry I. Cross in Oinilrefoil type. WA7C ix 
(North <S65). Chichostor. monevcr Godwine, c. 
1112-14. 

Oln\ +liEM<l itn. 

Ri‘i\ +ti()n|i’i|.Ni-: i)N c iCKS (only piiris ol loners of 
inini-signiiltiro logihle. but enough visible for 
attribution to be certain). 

Weight; l.2bg (I9.4gr. snicked) Die a.xis: 271)“’. 
Aldworth parish. Berks, (exact lind-spot on record in 
Nevvbuiy Mu.seuin). October I9S9 

Godwine was hitherto recorded at the mint only in 
types viii and xi. If the ass(K'iation of type ix with 
types V and vi is iiccepted. this is his earliest recorded 
coin. 

PC. 

W. Henry I. Double Inscription type, liMC xi 
(North Sb7). Southwark. Lifwine. <. II 18-20. 

Ohv. +hKN| Rl-|.\. 

+LI|[-1I’1IN'E ON| +s\ Tfj I 

Weight: 1 .24g ( 19. Igr. snicked). Die axis; c. ISO'’, 
Eynesford. Kent, bound by Mr .A. Crumpton. 1989, 
Different dies from the only recorded coin in the 
Hunterian Museum. University of Glasgow. 

M.M.A. 


100, Henry I. Cross and Annulets type RMC xii 
(North 868). Norwich, moneyer Sianhartl. c. 1122—1. 
Ob\‘. +hhNRi( vs K 

Re\'. +STANh.AUn ON NO; 

Weight: 1 .29g ( 19. 9gr. snicked). Die axis: ISO”, 
l elthorpe. Norfolk, spring 1988. bouinl by Mr John 
Lowe . 

The moneyer was not previously known in this 
type, although recorded in types vii. viii and xiv. The 
type is otherwise known at tiic mint only for Etstan 
(Glendining 2.xi, 1988 . 88). 

S.M. 

101. Henry 1, Smaller Prolile/ Cross and Annulets 
type, HMC xii (North 808). RomneyC.’). moneyer 
— Iwacher. 1122-4. 

Obw +hL.NKK |VS| K- 

Ri’v. I |t PACiiF.U: ON iti| |. no piinetiiation lollow- 
ing ON. 

W'eight; 0.74g ( 1 1.4gr. snickcil). Die axis: 180°. 
Seasalter. Kent. I'ouiul on the shore in the spring of 
1987 by Mr C. Wren. (For background see no. 88 
above.) 

The letter following the initial letter R of the mint 
name is an upright, and is certainly not an 'O', so 
Rochester may be ruled out. This leaves Romney 
(KVMt-) as the only mint beginning w'ith R at this 
period. Romney was previously known in types ix and 
xiii. but is not recoriled in the long periotl between, so 
a 'new' moneyer would not be unexpected. The 
monever's name probably has two letters preceding 
the -Iwacher. and is unrecorded at anv mint. 

.M.M.A. 


It)2. Stephen, cut halfpenny Wailord type, HMC i, 
Worcester, uncertain moneyer, c. 1 1.45-41/50, 

Obv. I I Ni-.u I I 

Rev. ( I <7N: I 1 iRbC; 

Weight: ().74()g (1 1.42gr). Die axis: 0°. 

Sandwell. West Midlands Found during excavations 
on the site of Sandwell Priory, directed by Dr M.A. 
Iloilder. 1 am grateful to Sandwell Metropolitan 
Borough Council for permission to publish it here. 

The mint signature must be I’lREC tor Worcester. 
Although the inoneyer's name is off the llan the 
spacing of the surviving letters suggests very strongly 
that the most likelv candidate is Wulfric. 

D.J.S. 

10.4. Scotland. Wdlliam 1. cut halfpenny, without 
mint name, bui F.ilinburgh. monever. Hue Walter. <■. 
120.5-.40. (Seaby IV 5029), 

Obv. +— LAM 

Rev. -LWAI I- 

W'eight: 1..42g. Die axis; 90°. 

Easenhall. VV'arwicks.. October 1984. Now Warwick- 
shire Museum. Metal detector lind by Mr M.F. 
Turnci . 

W'.A.S. 

104. Scotlaiul, .Alexander II. 1214-49, penny. Slew- 
art variety (a). Roxburgh, moncyers Alain and 
Andrew. 

Obv. A|LL.\AN|Oi:n KLX. crowiicd bust right with 
sceptre. 

Rev. AI.AIM: A. NDIKLVl. 

Weight; l..45g (2().8gr). Die axis: e. 270°. 

Hatch Warren, near Basingstirke, Hants. Found by 
Mr B. Elphinstone in November 1988. 

The iliesare differeni Irom those recorded in Burns 
for this rare combination of monevers' names. 

G.T.D. 

105. Henry III Irish Long Cross cut farthing r>f 
Dublin mint, moneyer Ricard. Seaby. Coins niul 
Tokens of Ireland 424,48 . 

Obv. (tiH.NRK Vs) itF (XIII). Portion ol crowned bust in 
triangle showing hand holding sceptre 
Rev. (RIVARD) ond (ivl). Portion of long cross 
pommee voided, etc. 

Weight: ().25.5g. 

Hanbury, Worcs. In field on Bayliss' Farm. Jan 1990. 
Metal detector lind by Mr L. Phillips. 

W.A.S. 

106. Contemporary imitation of Irish halfpenny of 
Edward I. 'DubliiT mint. 

W'eight: 0.50g. 

Mavnoolh, Co. Kildare. Found bv Mr R. Elphinstone 
in 1982, 

C. T .D 

107. Norway. Eric II Magnusson, 1280-99. hid I 
sterling, Nidaros mint. (Schive. 22), 

Obv. -FFRIC viAGii REX NORVF (GR ligulate). 
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Rev. CKVX SC A IhV XPI. 

Weight; not recorded. 

East of Winchester, Hants.. lySfl (precise location on 
conlidential record in the British Museum). Found by 
Mr F. .Meadows. 

Eric was the lather of Margaret, Oueen of Scots, 
1285-90. known as ‘The Maid of Norway’ (Not 
illustrated. ) 

G T.D. 

108. Sterling of Arnold V. count of Loos (1279- 

1.22.2). 

Ohv. +C0M(ESARN|0I.DVS rosettes by head, pellets 
by neck. 

licv. MON.’EtTA )/COM' ITIS. 

Weight; l.lhg. Die ;i.\is: 0°. 

Near Gretit Duninow. Essex. Found by the contri- 
butor in 1989. 

N..I. Mayhew has commented that this is probably 
his no. 7.5, but this specimen shows the obverse legend 
ends with:, and the N should be corrected to an M on 
the reverse, 
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109. Gold ecu of Philip VI, King of iTance. first 
issue (13.27), Duplessy 249. 

Weight; 4.4ftg, Die axis; ,22lP. 

Near Bere Regis. Dorset. 

B i.c:. 

111). Gold gulden of Emperttr Sigismund ( 1410-37). 
Frankfurl mint. 

Weight; not recorded. 

Weybourne, Norfolk. Found hv MrG. Fields in 1980. 

B J.C. 

111. 'Schilling' of Dietrich III Damer;ui. bishop of 
Dorpat ( l379-‘i400). 

Obv. +TIRICVS KPV. 

Rev. +MONETATRA. 

Weight: not recorded. 

South Wheatlev. Notts. Found bv meUil tieteetor in 
1989. 


P.J.S. 





^ V .• iCii^ ^ 

f?.'- 1 






1 

^ '■ ■' 


■ 


■l-'I 





:>*. s. i ■ 


r/ii <7j 




1 ' 



BLl: 








A' 







REVIEWS 


Tlw An untl Cruft itf Coiiiinakiti^: M History of 
Miitiiiig TLxhiiology . I3y DuNis R. Cooppk, Loiulon. 
Spink ;iikI Son. 1988, pp viii + 2(i4. 

Tins book rcpresenis a brave attcmpi to provide a 
iicneral surve\ of the hisiory of coin maniifaeliire. 
accessible to ‘historians, cnjtincers and tlie interested 
layman' as well as numismatists. It is essenlitillv 
divided chronologictilly into three sections; to AD 
l-sOll; l.sOh- 1 7811 ;tnd 178(1 to the present, correspond- 
ing to the periods of manual operations, early mtichine 
eoinages and the morlern induslritil age. Within these 
(he various processes of coin manufacture are gen- 
erally discussed in separate chapters. The hook's main 
strengths he in its retidabilily and the number iind 
range of the illustrations - the result partly of the 
author's e.\tensive travels, visiting Curopetm mints 
and e.vamining the tictual machines used in them. In 
bringing these to our attention alongside more familiar 
images the author has done a great service. Add his 
great praclictil knowledge of modern minting and (he 
result should stand us in good stead for quite some 
time: it is tilready hailed as a standard work' on the 
subject. Does it justify that status? 

The second half, chapters 12-19. covering 1780- 
19.79. and 20 (a coda on post-war minting) are. as may 
be expected, authontative and full of information, 
though a case could be mtide for clearer explanatory 
diagrams, especially ol presses such as Uhlhorn's. It is 
in the earlier chapters, which deal with le.ss well 
documented periods, that wc encounter problems. In 
short, while there is much of value, there are loo many 
vague, unsupported or incorrect statements which 
might mislead the unwary. To lake ti lew of the more 
obvious, mainly British, examples; 
p. 17: endpiece; the mural in the Mouse ol the V'eilii 
may be nothing to do with coining: 
p, 34; the ‘earliest surviving English trial pliite' ol 1279 
has recently been shown to be a fragment of a 
monetary ingot: 

pp. 41-2: Elizabeth I s visit to ‘;dl her mynis' metms 
just that - Tower I . Tower li and Mestrell's operation: 
p. 47: Briot‘s mam techniques at Edinburgh were 
Taschenwerk and the screw press, as is correctly stated 
on pp. 6.3-6. Briot did use Walzenpriigung for the 
‘Stirling' turners of the I63(ls. which are not men- 
tioned. (Briot's work in Paris and London is tretitcd 
very sketchily throughout); 

p. 54: there is no evidence from the coins that 
Mestrelle used :i collar (quite the opirosite) - the 
iuiihor's reconstruction of his methods is distinctly 
implausible; 

p. 61: on cylindrical ilies: the engravings must have 
worn out rapidly in service . . .' This is possible, but 
Moser :ind Tursky (Dir Miinzsiiilir Hall in Tirol 
I 477 -Ii-)()S Innsbruck 1977. p, |28) tell us that high 


outputs, of 50.0(1(1 or more Mtirks of silver per set of 
ilies, were achieved late in the sixteenth century. 
Flaws are regularly to be seen on the products of 
rotjiry coming, but these tippear to be the result ol the 
loss of small Hakes of metal at an early stage, leaving 
ilamaged but serviceable and stable dies 
P- 62. lig. 58: this is ;m experimental 'die'; 
p. 66. lig. (vf: the (list coin is not some form of test' 
(see main text) and is not Briot's. It is one of 
Falconer's products, and typical of his coimigc; 
p. 66: rotary coining of farthings dtiles from .Limes I s 
reign; experiments using the technique were even 
made l;ite in Eliztibelh I's time; 
p. 73; the 'sway' press is an unnecessary elaboration: it 
is simply a very crude Ttischeiiwerk. (The term sway' 
press, incidentally, as used by Sir James Mope at 
Edinburgh m 1640 seems to mean 'screw' press’, as 
opposed to the ‘oval' press, or Taschenwerk): 
pp. 101-2: the Pepys reference (of 19 February 1661 1 is 
quoted in the wrong context. It refers, not to Simon's 
nulled coins, but to the poor sitindard of the 
hammered coinage of the new reign, which was onlv 
then coming into production and for which Simon had 
also made the dies. 

These ;ire nearly all ‘unforced errors' and are per- 
haps signs of undue haste in composing the book. 
This is evident elsew'here in a certain amount ol 
repetition, in the meaningless caption to tig. 3. ;md in 
the juxtaposition of ligs 33 tind .34, two versions of 
the same scene, but purporting to show ililfereni 
mints. The reviewer was. ;it a kite stage, invited to 
check chapters 1-3 (sans illustrations); this is duly 
acknowledged, but the suggestions made appetir to 
have been ignored. 

Another important and useful fetiture of the ‘stand- 
jiril work' is its bibliography, but that provided is a 
series of generalised references, apparently an 
afterthought and of little utility, c.g. 

‘4 1 Occidental encyclopedia 

42 Pepys, Samuel - Diary (II vol.. Cambnilste 

197lf-83)' 

The reader is little the wiser. Important references are 
also absent, for instance Moser anil Tursky on Ikill. 
and Poullain’s account of Briot’s coining methods in 
Paris. The book also gives the im|>ression that few 
actual coins have been examined - and it is the coins 
themselves which provide useful evidence in the 
earlier periods. 

The above comments notwithstanding, this book is 
required reailing. especially for its later sections. 
There is much to enjoy elsewhere: bas-reliefs (pp. 
22-4). Klipwerk and tilt-hammers (pp. 74—8). for 
instance. Since no other is likely to appear, it will for a 
long time form the standard reference on the subject 
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It is a considerable achievement, but readers should be 
aware ol its shortcomings and accordingly cautious in 
usinu it. 

EDWARD BESLY 


Ci'liic (>/ Briudn. By R- D. Van AitSDFli . 

I.imdon. Spink. 1989. .s84pp. 54 plates. 

This book is intended to replace R. P. Mack’s The 
CouKif^c oj Aiiciciii Brddin (1953, revised I9b4 and 
197.5), which had in turn replaced John Evans's The 
Coins oT die Aneient Britons (1864-90). It has lour 
mam sections, The lirst section provides some lilty 
pages of introductory material; the second is the 
catalogue, and runs to some 400 pages; it is followed 
by concordances, a list of hoards, mtips. bibliography, 
etc. ( 150 pages); linally come the lifiy-four plates, 
which group together in one place all the illustrations 
(mostly clear) which had al.so been printed in the body 
of the catalogue. 

‘The appearance of Bob Van Arsdell's Celtic Cotn- 
iii’e <>! Britain is an event of considerable impiirtance in 
Celtic coin studies. ... In bringing together an 
impressive battery of analytical techni(.|ues. he has 
placed the study on a new, and scieitiilically sound, 
footing. . . What is presented here is a well-ordered, 

well-dated series from which the clutter of old piecon- 
ceptions has been totally stripped.' So the eminent 
author of the foreword. A review cannot, of course, 
look at every part ol such a long book as this, and I 
wish here to consider only some aspects, to sh(.nv how 
misplaced are the foreword's claims. 

.At Its most basic level, a book such as this is should 
provide a reliable listing of the material it covers. It 
should be complete, accurate aiul easy to use. VA is 
reasonably easy to use. although the actual catalogue 
is so long (only two or three coins per page!) that it is 
rather cumbrous. Indeed, lor the identilicaiKm of 
coins. I have found that it is simpler to ignore the 
catalogue anil pist use the plates; they are more 
compact and their captions give sullicient information 
about origin and date. Must of the additional informa- 
lion in the catalogue is fairly unhelpful; some identi- 
fying points' which are often just part of the coins' 
ilesci iptions. anil some 'notes' These notes arc gen- 
erally frequently recurring computer phrases', some 
of which puzzle, e.g. ; 'Some I'lumtl at Wanborough. 
Not yet authenticated via inelallurgical analy.sis, the 
type appears genuine, however’, or 'many in 
museums'. 

rile division ol the coins into ilifferent varieties is 
mostly clear. Occasionally, distinct issues are lumped 
together, such as ihc Norfolk wolves' (British J.i and 
.lb), holh catalogucil uniler bill. More Ireipienlly. 
problems arise in the other direction, when a coinage 
has been sub-diviileil into many ilifleient varieties. An 
extreme instance is the potiiT coinage, now in twentv- 
cight varieties, whose distinctions are not always 
obvious or easy to apply . Much the same could be saiil 


of the Icenian silver coinage, where it is additionally 
confusing to have lumped the distinct HCt-.N and l-c 1- 
coins into one general section. VA includes a number 
of new types which were not known to Mack, and 
sometimes he has been able to improve on Mack’s 
descriptions, as the result of examining new speci- 
mens. There are. of course, still some mistakes and 
omissions. For example, the coins of Amminus have 
the inscription amminxs. not AMMiNtxs. A closely 
related silver coin ol Cunobelin is omittcil; it is. 
indeed, very larc but was known to Seaby's Coins oj 
England (no. 2I9B). Its inclusion would have rein- 
forced the link between the coinages of the two rulers, 
and perhaps prompted us to look for a mint tor 
Amminus at somewhere called dvn.. or tJVNO.. The 
ijuarter-staters accompanying the ‘Chute-Cheiiton 
Transitional’ staters do not appear. There are other 
instances; and. indeed, m the few months since VA's 
hook appeared several new types have been 
discovered. I cite these examples not to disparage 
V.'Vs collection of material, but merely to illustrate 
how quickly our knowledge of .Ancient British coinage 
is growing; even as a basic listing of material VA's 
book will rapidly need additions. 

The book. then, provides an up-to-date ilesciiplion 
ol the material, though it is unnecessarily bulky. Bui 
how good is the classification ' How does this book 
advance oui understanding ol Ancient British coin- 
age'.’ Can vve be sure of VA's attributions and dates'.’ 

To answer these questions vve must look at some of 
the detailed classifications made by VA and the 
methods he uses. First, some methodological prob- 
lems. .A major criticism of the book is ihai VA docs 
not give the evidence for many of his views. For 
example, his main method of classilication is to use the 
weighl and lineness of the coins (p. 56) lie gives 
information about weights, but details of alloy are not 
given. A tew analyses arc listed on pp. 51)8-12, but 
more often no information is given or vague remarks 
such as 'very base metal' (p. 291) are offered. The 
evidence should have been given. .Similar problems 
arise with another method used by V,A. stylistic 
development. The diflieullies are most obvious in his 
treatment of the mscritved or dvnastic coinages. These 
are sometmics divided up. for example, into Verica's 
or Cunobelm's 'liist coinage’, second coinage’ and so 
on. The reasons for such divisions are oflcn not 
explained or arbitrary. VA may tell us why he has 
div iiled Verica's staters into three groups, but nol why 
he has assigneil the smaller gold anil silver pieces to 
each coinage when they do not share the charactcris- 
ticsol the staters. As tor ( imobeliii. we are simply told 
that the sequence ot the silver and bronze issues has 
been determined by style.' Of course. VA musl be 
right III his view lhal these coinages should tall into 
differeni groups, but unless we have been offered 
some eoncreie expUmation. there is no reason to 
accepi his divisions as oilier than aibilrary. I he same 
iipplics to the sequence he places them in, 

V'A Uses stylistic or typological arguments in oihci 
unsaiislaeloi y ways. Tot instance, we arc told (p. 236) 
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lhat 'the lirsi silver coins |ot the C'orieltauvi| carry an 
ohverse type copied directly from the Roman Republi- 
can denarii of C- f. Ilosiidius Gela. The Roman 
prototypes are dated to about 60 BC. and thus the 
introiluetion ol silver coinage . . . coincides with . . . 
55 BC ■ VA is not at home with Republican moneyers. 
whose names are regularly incorrectly given, as here 
(C Hosidius C I Geta: the unfortunate spelling 1 losti- 
dius' recurs throughout the book). There are other 
ohjecliims Is the Rom:m ilenarius really a prototype'.' 
This seems far from clear to me (here and elsewhere, 
the large areas ol empty space m the catalogue could 
have usefully been (illed with illustrations of the 
alleged prototypes); and even if it were, the conclusion 
would not follow, any more than it does m the case ol 
Cunobelin's coins which copy much earlier Republi- 
can prototypes, 

Other aspects of methodology arc. to me. 
completely baflfing. An e.vample is the so-called 
coinage of Boudicti. which has been identitied via a 
statistical study of coin hoards deposited during the 
Icenian rebellion of 61 AD. The coins are the second 
most common type in the hoards and are virtually 
unworn. The iiverage degree of wear is less thiin on the 
ECEN types, indicating that they are of later date. All 
published (iiuls of single coins dtite tifterthe rebellion, 
into Flavian times'. The use of the term 'statistical 
study' gives this passage a superficial phuisibility. hut 
the conclusion is hardly credible. It does not seem 
likely that the coins in question are much removed in 
date from the other similar Icenian pieces, and it is 
certainly very unlikely that they should be later than 
the pieces inscribed I’KAS'to. whose Romanised 
appearance and inscription suggest verv strongly that 
they are the latest issues. Additionally, the relative 
wear of the Icenian coins in the mixed hoards of 
Roman and Icenian coins seems to suggest lhat it is as 
reasonable to think lhat Icenian silver coinage may 
have slopped with the invasion of d.V Vloreover, the 
whole question of the sequence of Icenian coinage, 
and particularly the relationship of the gold to the 
silver, has been thrown open by the recent Itnds from 
Snettisham. 

These general considerations indicate the sort of 
problems one encounters in this book, a lack of 
argument, an absence of evidence, conclusions pre- 
sented with more enthusiasm than cogency. More- 
over. the feeling that much of the cUissificaiion is 
arbitrary is reinforced when one considers VA’s gen- 
eral approach to chronology and attribution. Every 
coin is given a precise tribal attribution, and a precise 
date (usually to a period of as little as live years, 
sometimes even more precisely). Here I do not wish to 
discuss the detailed chronologies VA presents for 
individual issues or for his ‘second coinages' of Verica 
or C'unobelin or so on, hut to subsume these questions 
to the more general issue of the extent to which we can 
ever hope to date tiny Ancient British coins. For the 
early uninscribed issues, we must rely on hoaril 
evidence and the dating of the continental (Gallo- 
Belgic) coins which are found in Britain. Much of this 


is very uncertain, though there has recently been some 
helpful evidence from Whitchurch in Hampshire (see 
liWJ 5S ( 16S6). 6 III). Yet it needs to he siressetl lhat 
the dating of all these early coinages rests fundamen- 
tally on the broad acceptance of Scheers's attribution 
of Gallo-Bclgic E to the period of Caesar's Gallic 
Wars. This attribution is iiKleeil very plausible, but its 
basis is relatively fragile, and the uncertainty ol the 
chronology must be acccpieil and siressetl. 

For the later ct'inages we have the names of the 
rulers some of which we (may) know from other 
sources, and which thus seem to give some sort of 
chronoltjgical siructuie to the pcrmtl of Ancient 
British coinage. We know about Commius. w'ho aided 
Caesar in 54 BC and who sometime subsequently (led 
to Britain. Three British rulers call themselves his son 
(Comini f.y. Tincommius, Eppillus and Verica. Tinc- 
ommius is usually iileniilietl with the British kingTim| 
who is mentioned in Augustus's Res Cc.iKic as having 
lied to his court as a suppliant. Verica has been, 
rather more plausibly, idenlilied as the licrikox. who. 
according to Dio. fled to Claudius on the eve of the 
invasion of 4,'s But can this Commius, who had a son 
alive in .AD 43. really be the same Commius w'ho w:is 
active a hundred years earlier'.^ This seems very 
unlikely. There are two ways out of this ilifliculty. 
Either we can believe in two Cominii, or we can 
suppose that son' dries not mean what it says. But 
w'hichever alternative we choose means that we can 
have lost any overall chronological structure: if Tinc- 
ommius and the others are the sons of another 
Commius, or not his sons at all. then we can have no 
very good idea when they reigned. The corr'Ilary ril 
this argument is that one should avoid giving even 
regnal dates for the British rulers, and a foiilori 
specilic rlates lor indiviilual coin issues. This is especi- 
ally so when they are as impossibly precise as V.A 
.sometimes gives (411-37 BC for his 16(15, 57-55 BC for 
his 1215 or even 5fv-57 BC for his 121(1!). These are 
meaningless. Even a commonly used date such as 
c.AD 10-40 for Cunobelin's reign should be avoided, 
in favour of some vaguer period, such as early lirst 
century AD'. 

If our igni'iancc of the chronology ol the perioil is 
impressive, the same is even more true of tribal units. .A 
second fundamental problem w ith V A s book arises from 
the wav he gives nearly every issue a tribal attribution. 
But ('ur knowledge of such tribal entities and groupings is 
all late; even then we sometimes arc not even sure of the 
names of the tribes. In the lust ten years we have perhaps 
managed to learn to call the Contani theCorieltauvi. and 
now we must remember to call the Caiilii the f'antiaci 
(Aninjiuiiies Joiirnnl EAkS. p. 3(I(S). 

But il we know so little ol Britain at the very cml ol 
the Iron Age. what do vve knovv about the people 
responsible for all the eailiei British coinages, in the 
period of Caesar's invasions'.’ Very little. This is why 
the traditional language of ancient British coin names 
have much to commend them, even though they are 
initially terribly confusing. The contusion is unfor- 
tunately compounded nowadays by the fact lhat there 
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arc several languages, those of Evans, Allen and 
recently of 1 liiselgrove. Each system has adopted a 
different way of referring to the coins, but they all 
have the merit of trying to be neutral tiboiit attr- 
ibution, This is not just a bit of axe-grinding by 
archaeologiciil theorists, but relleets a genuine diffi- 
culty. A hundred years ago Evtins observed (pp. 
EIO-I), 'The vtirious divisions of Britain to which 
distinct coinage may be referred I have classified as 
districts' |wcstcrn. south-eastern. Kentish, Central. 
Eastern and Yorkshire). 'A classification ol the coins 
under the names of the British tribes mentioned in 
history, would . . . have been more satisfactory. 
Unfortunately, however, it is tnnv almost, if ii'tt quite 
impossible to ascertain the extent and positioi of the 
territory of the dilfereni tribes at the time these coins 
were struck . . . there was probably a considerable 
alteration in the territorial division of the country 
under the different regiili [from Caesiir to Claudius], 
In fact there arc some tribes mentioned by Caesar, 
such as the Anctilites and the Bibroci. who are not 
enumerated among those who occupied territory in 
Britain in the time of Ptolemy.' And so on. What 
Evans said was repetited by Allen (in Prohicnis of ilic 
Iron .4ge in Sotiilu'in Briidin. edited by S. S. Frere. p. 
I2.S). ‘it is, I suggest, misletiding to project backwards 
the static tribal divisions of Roman Britain'. 

Indeed we have little knowletlgc about Britain in 
Caesar's days, and what we do have is ]serhaps rather 
unexpected. I le talks of a king called Cassivellaunus: 
he doesn't give him any tribal affiliation, though he 
does perhaps imply his tribe lay north of the Thames, 
iind thtil it was distinct from the Trinovanies, whose 
leader Vlandubracius had appealed to Caesar for 
protection against Cassivcllaiiiuis. We hear inci- 
dentally of tribes called the Cenimagni. Segontitici. 
Ancaliies. Bibroccs and Cassi. but we only hear of 
iheni because they happened to submit to Ctiesar. 
Elsewhere we hear of four kings in Kent, the splen- 
didly named Cingcionx. Carvilius. Taximagiiliis anil 
Segoiax. But we can hardly begitt to relate these to 
tribes known later, let alone associate them with any 
pariicular coinages. 

Thus if we are correct in dating the early native 
eoinages to Caesar's period, we have to lace up to the 
realisation that it would be quite wrong to give them 
tribal attributions. Not just that, but we do not even 
know if eaeh distinct coin type relleets m any way any 
sort of polilictil grouping; we may suspect that British 
f) (V'A I21.S) represents some kinglet in Cheritoii or 
we mighi want to think that British A (VA 2011) 
represents Cassivellaunus. bul they might not. One 
only has to look for instance at the coinage of the 
Roman world to see how a single political unii might 
embrace a large diversity of stiperlicially incompatible 
coinage systems; conveisely. the attempi to plot 
political bounilaries on I he basis o| coin provenances is 
notoriously unreliable (did the English kings rule 
Norway'.’). In the ease ol VA's book the rciltulto ml 
ahsnrcliin} ol his tribal allribniions can be seen m his 
description of the new .Snettisham iinds (pp. s4<S-‘f), 


These coins, many of previously unknown type, were 
clearly small issues all made locally in Norfolk, yet. foi 
V'A. they are coins of the Iceni. of the Atrebates and 
of the Trinovantes. 

Thus, as a chronological and tribal reconstruction of 
Ancient British coinage, this book seems to me to hav e 
serious misconceptions, which only add to the diffi- 
culties caused by its methodological problems. For 
such reasons, the historical 'leconstruclion' of pre- 
Roman Britain given in the inirodiiclion will harillv 
attract serious attention. This is a shame, since the 
study of coinage will be discredited in archaeological 
and historical circles for a long lime. Coinage can 
contribute to our understanding of pre-Roman 
Britain, but only when the limitations ol the nialerial 
are more generally recognised. The main obstacle to 
this seems to me to be the difliculty of accepting the 
wide degree ol unccrlainty implicit in any ailnbuiion. 
any chronology or any interpretation, and this 
uncertainly should be stressed, especially in siandaril 
reference works. Despite all the progress that has been 
made, notably by Evans and Allen, vve should still 
acknowledge, as Camden wrote lour hundred years 
ago. that to talk of ancient British coins is "to vvalke in a 
mirke and mistie night of ignorance'. 

ANDREW BURNETI' 


Coimiffi’ in Tcniti-Ccniiiry l-ins^luiul Iroin liJniird the 
Eltk'i li! /•-ds'or'.v /{('form. By C. E. Blum . B. 11. I, 1 1 
Siliw vKi and C. S. S. Lyon. Published for the British 
.Academy by the Oxford Universilv Press Id.Sd. xxxiii 
-r ( I ) -t- .IV^pp. 27 plates 

Bl.tiN l'. .Stevvait and Lyon's Coiiuiyi'in Tenlli-( eninry 
Enyhinil brings to fruition a campaign of research 
commenced as such by Christopher Blunt in the mid 
IVfvlls bul founded on the unrivalled card index ol 
surviving coins of the period which he lirst began to 
assemble arounil 1950. CTC'fi is thus in a leal sense ihc 
culmination of one very delinite phase in the history ol 
the study of the Anglo-Saxon coinage, and it is very 
ap)rropriale that Blunt's name should be |omed on its 
title leaf by those e'f Ian Stewart and Stevvarl Ly on who 
have playeil so major a role alongside him m unravell- 
ing the problems presenteil by Ihe coinages ol ninth 
and tenth century England, 

It will he eviilent merely Irom the n.imcs ol the 
auihors thiit d'CE. which is the lirsi considered 
account as ;i whole of the cointiges struck in Engl.ind 
Irom the accession of I'.dwaitl ihe Elder m ShSi to Ihe 
recointige carried out under Edgar in the early VTDs. is. 
and will remain, indispensable to tiny serious student 
ol the siib|ecl. and il will be apparent from whal 
follows here lhal it provides Ihe cletirest account vet ol 
the types, geographical pattern .ind dating ol ihc 
coimigcs ol the period. 

Il IS however important to note til the outset that Ihe 
.luthois intend that it should be iiseil in active conjunc- 
tion holh with Bhinl and Ivlarion Aichihald's lecenl 
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sew/ voluiKC. Briiish Muxeiiiii, Aiiiilo-Siixo/i Cains V. 
Aihelsiun lo ilic Reform of Lndgar V24-c.‘>73. 
published in IWh, und with Blunt's earlier full-length 
study of the coinage of ,^!thelstan. published in 1974 as 
the major ingredient of vol. 42 of the Briiish 
hhtmismntk Journal, and a reviewer therefore has the 
pleasant but unusu;il task of urging those interested to 
procure the volumes of 1974 and I9<S6 as well as that 
currently under review. 

The relationship between CTCE and its two precur- 
sors IS indeed central to any consiilered a.ssessment of 
it by a reviewer, for the authors' decision to cast their 
book in a form in which it would complement, rather 
than supplant, the previously published volumes, has 
had a marked impact on the shape of the xolume's 
te.xl, in which the e.xtensive coinage of Aithelstan is 
only summarised, and on the selection of coins for 
illustration on the solume's plates, where the aim has 
been to select coins of .Cthelstan and subsequent kings 
that have not previously been illustraietl by Blunt in 
Bi\'J 42 or by Blunt and Archibald in their SCSI 
volume. In this and other respects the volume is very 
characteristic of Blunt's brand of lUirnisniatic writing, 
in which current research built on previous research 
without unnecessary repetition so that the reader 
could be provided as economically as possible with 
every material piece of information on which Blunt's 
own reasoning and conclusions had been baseii 

The volume runs in all to nineteen numbered 
chapters occupying 312 pages of te.xt. together with .U 
pages of preliminary material and a two-page appe- 
ndi,\ at the end reporting a newly discovered Bust 
Crowned coin of Eadwig. Two opening and live 
concluding chapters Hank a core of te.\t which deals m 
succession with the coinages of Edward the Ekler anil 
Archbishop Plegmund (pp. 2(1-96). the Anglo- Viking 
coinage of the early tenth century (pp. 97-107). and. 
brielly. with the coinage of /Ethelstan (pp. lOS-13). 
Then, after an introductory note (pp. 114-6). the 
volume continues with a discu.ssion of the coinages of 
/Ethelstan's tour successors in chapters dealing with 
their Horizontal types (pp. I 17-70). Circumscription 
types (pp. 171-190). Bust Crowned types (pp. 
191-201 ). and other types and contemporary irregular 
strikings (pp. 202-2 K)). rounding off with an appraisal 
of the Viking coinage of 939 to 954 (pp. 21 1-34). This 
presentation of the material, under which the coinage 
of 899-939 is discussed primarily by reign, and the 
coinage of 9.39-t.973 primarily by type, rellects the 
fact that after 939. while king followed king m rela- 
tively rapid succession, principal national and regional 
com types carried through from one reign to the next, 
making it easier to plot the history ami the structure of 
the coinage over these thirty-five yetirs by reference to 
them lather than to the names of the rulers that 
appear on the coins' obverses. Such an arrangement 
for the later period is also fully consonant with the 
authors' primary purpose of providing an overall 
classilication by which coins of the same type struck m 
different reigns can be described in a uniform manner, 
and the system of classilication that they have devised 


will rank as one of theirmost enduring contrihuiions to 
British numismatics (its worth has already been 
demonstrated in the SCBI volume tif 1986). 

The history of the coinage of Anglo-Saxon England 
between the introduction of a reformed penny coinage 
under .Alfred in the late 870s and the full-blooded 
reform carried out under his great-grandson Eadgar in 
the early 97(),s is one of transition from a coinage struck 
at a handful of major towns in the south and south-east 
of the country lo a coinage struck at a network of 
towns and boroughs extending widely over English- 
ruled territory south of the I lumber. In Northumbria, 
where Scandinavian settlers and their descendants 
resistetl administrative and cultural absorption Iroin 
the south, coin production remained centralised at the 
capital city of York, and York coin types remained 
until 927 independent of those found elsewhere, but 
from 927 onwards the products of York moneyers 
increasingly interlock with those id moneyers in the 
rest of England, even during periods when Northum- 
bria hail indeirendent Viking rulers, and after 954 the 
coinage struck at York is no more distinctively regio- 
nal than that struck by moneyers in the East Midlands. 
East Anglia or North-Western Mercia. 

.As Stewart Lyon demonstrates here in his lengthy 
and splendidly lucid account of the coinages of 
Edward the Elder and Archbishop Plegmund. the real 
inoinent of transition from a coinage produced at a few 
major towns to a coinage ol which a good proportion 
was struck by moneyers working at a more local level 
occurred shortly after <'.915. when the number of 
moneyers working south of the Thames becomes such 
that it may be presumed that the horough-hascd 
framework for coin production evidenced a few years 
later by /Ethelstan's Grateley laws was then (iisi put 
into place. It was also after c.915 that a coinage in 
Edward the Elder's name was hist struck by moneyers 
working m the newly reconquered Eastern Danelaw. 

A reviewer can .scarcely do more than glance at the 
wealth of material and issues with which the reader of 
CTCE is confronted, but it may be helpful to direct 
attention first to some of the detail of Lyon's chapter 
on Edward the Elder and after that to the geographical 
pattern of the coinage as a whole. 

The beginnings of Edward the Elder's coinage are 
clearly evitlenceil by the 54 identihed coins of the reign 
present in the famous Cuerdale hoard of 1841). of 
which the deposit is now dated by Lyon to c.9()5, and 
by a group of live coins die-linking with those from 
Cuerdale which belong to that part of the 1958 .VIorley 
St Peter hoard which can be seen to have been put 
together c. 903. These reveal that minting in southern 
and south-eastern England in the (irst years ol the 
reign was controlled from Winchester, where the dies 
for the coins were engraveil and where the majority ol 
the moneyers then active were based, anti, sur- 
prisingly. that there was no signilicunt die-engraving 
at. or coin production from, the older minting townsof 
Canterbury and London for nearly live years into the 
reign. Elsewhere in Anglo-Saxon controlled territory 
there was at this stage only a coinage by live moneyers 
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111 Wesl Merciii who had previously worked iliere in 
Alfred’s reign; Lyon shows lhal ihere is good reason to 
believe that both this coinage and the more ambitious 
West Mercian coinage, with "exceptional reverse 
types’ that followed it in the period up to the death of 
/tihclllaed. Lady of the Mercians, in MIS. were 
coinages predominantly produced by moneyers work- 
ing at Chester and Shrewsbury rather than at more 
southerly towns in the West Midlands, and historians 
must weigh the signilicance of this for the political and 
economic history of Mercia both in Edward’s reign 
and in the last years of .Alfred’s reign. Lyon’s concur- 
rent demonstrtttion th;ii the series of coins with 
‘exceptional reverse types’ - the reverses portraying 
such varied objects :is a church tower, a city gate, a 
flovver. a bird and the Hand of God - were solely 
struck in West Mercia is in itself striking new evidence 
for the individuality of the region while ■■Ethelflned 
lived. 

In the period between 9(1.0 ;ind 9Ls the pattern of 
coinage in southern England saw some alteration. 
Canteibury joining Winchester as a centre for die- 
engraving, and both Ctmterhiiry and London re- 
emerging as mints, while there is also evidence for coin 
production on a smaller scale at Oxford. Southtimpton 
and perhaps two or three other as yet unidentifiable 
towns in the south anil south-east. It was not however 
until after t .9L‘i that a stihstantitil expansion of minting 
IS noticeable, Lyon being able to identify some 67 
moneyers working in southern England between then 
and Edward’s death, whereas no more than 25 can be 
identilied as working in the same part of Englaiul over 
the whole of the period iS99-915. Lyon is also able to 
point to greatly increased coining activity at London, 
where the moneyers become more numerous and 
produce coins of a Bust Diademed type scarcely 
known Irom other southern mints, anil it can now be 
seen that the prominent role occupied by London in 
the orgtinisational structure for minting specilied in 
.Ethelstan's Grateley hiws London is Ihere assigned 
eight moneyers - was not just a formal recognition of 
London's hi.storic position as a centre foi com |Uoduc- 
lion but was a direct rellection of London's post-915 
coinage output. 

In the rest of Edwtiril’s kingdom Ihe cointige of the 
final years of Ihe reign is nearly all of the non-portrait 
Horizontal type (the type that numismatists have 
previotisly called Lwo f.ine type), except lor a local 
East Anglian coinage which in copying both the type 
anil the inscriptions of the London Rust Diailemeil 
series is further testimony to London's impact on Ihe 
monetary scene at this date, but whieh also serves to 
show, taken together with two identiliably Last Mid- 
land groupings of coins of Horizontal type, that the 
needs of coin users in the reconi|ueied Danelaw were 
not directly met from London but were met in large 
part by local minting operations. The evidence for 
these is patchy, but Edward’s new Danelaw moneyers 
seem to have included individuals who had previously 
struck coins of St Eadinund type fur Viking chieftains 
and it may well be that E.dward vimply inherited 


existing arrangements for coin manufacture at such 
places as Norwich, Northampton and Stamford. If the 
moneyers concerned were already in place when 
required to coin in Edward's name and in Edward’s 
types, rather than being new men owing their positions 
to Edward, one can go on to conjecture that they 
retained a certain intle|rendenee that enabled them to 
operate in this and subsequent reigns without having 
to make the changes in the type of the coins prescribed 
for moneyers further to the south. 

Lyon’s account of the coinage of Edward the Elder 
and Ian Stewart’s business-like summary of Ihe con- 
temporary coinages struck in Northumbria and Lind- 
.sey carry the reader a little past Ihe actual ilaie of 
/Ethelstan’s accession, for Lyon’s progress with the 
coinage of Edward the Elder enables him to ofler 
some useful guidance on the interpretation of the 
coinage of Horizontal type struck for .Ethclstan in 
Southern England and the West Midlands up to c.927. 

From that point onwards the numismatic terrain is 
more familiar, and CJCF.'s role is as the latest anil 
most authoritative addition to a litenilure which 
includes, as well as the publications of 1974 and I9S6 
to which it is related. Kenneth Jonsson’s recent The 
A'eiv Era, iltc Reformuiioii of the lute Aiif;lo-Sii\oii 
CoiiKigc. (Stockholm and London. I9S7). It is per- 
tinent to cite Jonsson’s book here not simply because 
reailers need to be alerted that despite its title it has a 
great deal to say about the coinage of Eadgar’s reign 
before Eadgar’s reform, but also because its discussion 
of the coinage of that period is set out under geogra- 
phical sub-headings wliicli enable the student to see 
easily what the evidence is for com production at that 
point in ;i region such as the Soutli-Hasi Midlands 

For CTCE. with its wider canvass and with the 
priority given by its authors to cla.ssificaiion bv ivpe. so 
explicitly geographical a presentation of the coin 
evidence can scarcely have been feasible, but the 
author's approach does mean that the reader of C'l'Clu 
must have all his wits about him when confronted, as 
on pp. 161-2, with a stretch ol text under the succes- 
sive headings WT/ Uncertain location. inclitclinf> Mui- 
huuls. and HC! and HTI, which is the place where 
Bliiiil records the remarkable tact that among the very 
numerous surviving coins of Eadgar of Horizontal 
type there are scarcely any atiribuiahle to mints m 
southern Eingland (a fact inaile the more remarkable 
because there issuflicieni evidence to show that coins 
of this type were struck in the legioii at this time, and 
thus that their rarity is not line to Ihe lad lhal 
Horizontal coins of Eadgar from southern mints 
should not exist). 

Coins of Horizontal type struck at southern mints 
after 9.19 need indeed consistent alertness on the 
reader's pan, foi although there is only Ihe most 
minimal mention ol them m ("K ids narrative text, 
accompanying summary lists of surviving specimens 
show that such coins lormed a very inajoi element m 
L.nglish ciiireney in Ihe 94()s. 95(ls and perhaps 96(ls. 
Not. for that matter, is it ptiriicularly helplul to an 
overall iiiiilerslandiiig of Ihe coinage that the network 



240 


REVIEWS 


of southern English mints revealed hy mint-signed 
coins of /Ethelstan is not made clear to the reader of 
the present volume until the reader comes to a table of 
"named mints by reigns' on pp. 236-7, ;ind it is 
necessary even then to do some further research to 
discover which mints are recorded in /l-thelstan s 
Circumscription type and which arc recorded in his 
Bust Crowned type. 

Such remarks should however be taken, as they ;ire 
offered, as guidance for the reader rather than as 
criticism of the authors, for what may appear imba- 
lance in their treatment of the coinage of different 
parts of the country only arises because of the substan- 
tial progress that they have made with the issues of 
such mints as Chester. Derby and York. It is also now 
possible to see. with a clarity that would have 
astonished Blunt himself when he first tackled the 
scries, that the pattern of coin production in the 
middle years of the century is actually quite simple, in 
the sense that the coinage struck in most parts ol 
England hits its own definite character and coherence, 
and that those places for which the surviving coin 
evidence is more complicated, c.g. Derby, owe this to 
their position on political and monetary frontiers. 

Thus, moneyers working at towns or boroughs on or 
south of a line drawn from London to Gloucester, 
having struck coins successively of Circumscription 
Cross type and Bust Crowned type for /Ethelstan. 
reverted in 939 to striking coins of Horizontal tvjrc and 
struck it continuously through the reigns of Eadmund. 
Eadred and Eadwig into the early years of the reign of 
Eadgar. The only breaks in this ptittern occur in 
Eadwig's reign, and these, a strictly localised coinage 
of Circumscription Cross type from mints in the 
extreme .south-west and a coinage of Bust Crowned 
type represented by a single surviving coin by a 
London moneyer. do not detract from the over- 
whelmingly uniform character of the coinage of the 
region. 

Similarly, moneyers at Norwich, for much of the 
time the only operating mint in East Anglia proper, 
began to strike coins of Bust Crowned type under 
/Ethelstan. and seem to have struck coins only of this 
type right down to r.973 (see table 7 on p. 192). 

Their neighbours in the Danish shires of the East 
Midlands display comparable consistency in striking 
coins of Horizontal type only from Edward the Elder's 
reign to a point in Eadred's reign when, after a brief 
phase in which they may all have struck coins of Bust 
Crowned type akin to those of Norwich, they divitle 
into a predominantly Lincoln group of moneyers who 
strike coins of Horizontal type only down to c.973. and 
a more southerly group of moneyers who in Eadgar's 
reign strike a Circumscription Cross type and a Bust 
Crowned type; and here the division, when it occurs, 
must reflect not a mere hiccup in monetary administra- 
tion but changing political reality, such towns as 
Bedford. Huntingdon and Northampton no longer 
having real links with the areas of heavier Danish 
settlement further north. 

On the other side of the country, the coinage has no 


less clear a character, the issues of moneyers working 
at Chester and at smaller places in the West Midlands 
as far south as 1 lereford and Warwick being consisten- 
tly distinguished by the use of rosettes of pellets as 
central features or as ornaments. In this area coins of 
Circumscription types struck in /Ethelstan’s reign gave 
way on Eadmund's accession to a coinage of 1 lorizon- 
tal type. and. as in southern England, this held the 
held until early in Eadgar's reign when it was tempo- 
rarily superseded by Circumscription types. The West 
Miillands Horizontal Rosette type rims to more sub- 
varieties than the similar type without rosettes struck 
in southern and eastern England, but these varieties 
are not impossibly complicated, anil the classilicatory 
system adopted in CTCL. taken together with the 
authors' comments on individual coins or clusters of 
coins, enables the reader to appreciate the nature of 
such varieties and the essential family relationship of 
the issues of West Midland mints. 

There is certainly much about tenth century coinage 
that has still to be discovered or properly understood, 
and it is unrealistic to suppose that the prc-973 issues 
of individual mints or moneyers will ever fall into as 
neat a pattern as that imposed by Eadgar’s reform on 
mints and moneyers operating alter <■.973. Yet. as 
CTCE triumphantly demonstrates, the coinage of the 
period has an underlying structure plain for all to see 
once properly explained as here by Blunt. Stewart and 
Lyon. No such full explanation of this coinage has 
been attempted in the thousand years of human 
history that have elapsed since Eadgar’s tlealh, and 
not just numismatists but all those interested in the 
history of England in the Aiighi-.Saxoii period owe the 
three joint authors of CTCE a great debt of gratitude. 

H. e.Vagan 


SyUn^c oj Coins oj iltc liriiish Isles 39 TlieJ. ./. North 
Collection. Edwardian English Silver Coins 1279- 
1.^51, with sttnie snpitleinentiiry e.vainples. By .1. .1. 
Noktii. London I9H9. Published for the British 
Academy by ODP and Spink and Son Ltd. viii -I- 
27.Spp 4fi plates. 

Tuts is an extremely hamlsome volume which all 
Edward penny specialists will have to hiive. The plates 
are excellent, and the text, as far as I can see. hiultless. 
This is very much "the state of the art' of Edwardian 
numismatics. It embodies the very latest detailed 
research by the leading exponents in the licld. pre- 
sented in an exemplary manner. Groats, halfpennies 
and farthings are also covered. The volume is clearly a 
monument to a life-time's collection and study, but it is 
also the fruit of a century's collective work in the best 
British numismatic tradition. 

It is thus htting that the introduction should contain 
additional essays by Stewart. Wood, and W'oodhead. 
for many years leading researchers in this held. 
Wdodhead's study of the early coinage of Edward 111 
IS particularly accomplisheil. succe.ssfully marrying 
coins and documentary evidence in a pleasing synthe- 
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sis. Indeed, if North is to be criticised it could perhaps 
be on the grounds that the documentary evidence, 
especially the mint accounts, could have been usefully 
pressed into service more often. North tells us that the 
chronology of class 10 is based on proportions of coins 
and known output but he does not show us his working 
at this point. Moreover, some at least of the missing 
ligures for 1310 and 131 1 have been found by Brand. 
Other documentary evidence, well known to the 
Foxes, is often the foundation of the dating suggested 
for certain classes, hut this evidence, though clearly 
known and used, is not set out. To my mind, the 
dating of cla.sses (only appearing in small print in the 
body of the catalogue), and the evidence on which it is 
based, could both have been given a higher profile. 

The establishment of a chronology for the coinage 
of the first three Edwards has been a major achieve- 
ment of which British numismatics may feel justly 
proud. It has been achieved by a combination of 
detailed numismatic work of the most minute kind on 
the coins themselves, combined with an analysis of the 
hoard record, and a rigorous search of the docu- 
mentary sources. As a result, the numismatist's under- 
standing of this coinage is now so accurate that he is in 
a strong position to contribute his knowledge to the 
wider fields of medieval archaeology and history. 
However, the application of numismatics to history is 
not within the remit of this volume, and it would be 
wrong to criticize the work for not being somelhing it 
never attempted to be. This is numismatics pure, but 
not particularly simple. 

The detail with which this large coinage has been 
studied is at limes breath-taking. Where there was 
once Illg and IVa, there is now 3gl-3 and 4al-4. 
There are now over twenty sub-groups within class K). 
To play devil's advocate, it could perhaps be argued 
that analysis anil classification on this scale serves liiile 
purpose, and may do harm if it deters a wider public 
from exploring this coinage. However, if the purpose 
of classification is to identify differing types with a view 
to understanding their sequence in ordei to establish 
their chronology. Ihen the relinemeni of that classifi- 
cation can only strengthen the chronological 
framework. Thus to asserl that Y follows X is not as 
good as to demonstrate the succession of punches 
through a range of sub-types from earliest X to latest 
Y. Detailed classilication ol an undated series does 
therefore unquestionably serve a purpo.se. Even so. it 
may still perhaps deter students looking for a wider 
application for their studies. 

The answer to this problem could be that although 
detailed work of this kind strengthens luimismatie 
analysis, it is not necessarily required of all students 
that they should choose to operate on this level. The 
non-nuniiNmatisI museum curator would do quite well 
enough if he identified his local stray-linds according 
to old-style Fox. The historian ol money supply needs 
only to satisfy himself that the chronological sequence 
can be objectively demonstrated, without necessarily 
being able to do so himself. I’he general F.nglish 
collector need surely lose no sleep if he is unable to 


find a 10ab6: after all less than one per cent of all class 
HI fall mill this particular pidgeon-hole. Even the 
specialist may sometimes find it difficult to master the 
finer points of, say, I()cf3(a3). 

Thus while hailing ihe achievement which this 
volume represents, it seems to me that there may be a 
case for some numismatists to continue lo opt for the 
more general Fox system, rather than be frightened 
away from the whole subjeci by the complexity ot the 
classification. In this connection the use of Arabic 
numerals in the North classilication is particularly 
helpful. By choosing Arabic (North) or Roman (Fox) 
numerals any author could signal ihe level of detail to 
w'hich his classification aspires. Just as North has 
legitimately chosen not to set this coinage in its 
historical and economic context, other students might 
prefer to leave the finer points of classification in the 
hands of the specialists. And for accuracy, reliability, 
sound judgement, and sheer organi.satiunal power and 
thoroughness, there can be few specialists to rival 
North. Moreover, for those who do wish to use the 
latest, most detailed classification, this volume will be 
of the greatest value, as it provides an authoritative 
statement of current thought, much of it hitherto 
unpublished. My own recent work on two large new 
hoards from Aberdeen would have been greatly 
helped if this Sylhi’e had been to hand. 

In short, this is a detailed luimismaiic siiitly ot the 
highest quality, It is not really a book for the beginner, 
despite the pointers for classification helpfully sup- 
plied. and Ihe mass of comparative illustrations. The 
beginner would do well to get hold of a copy of North's 
old 1V64 pamphlet, with its useful enlarged photos, 
only graduating to the Sylloge when he feels at home 
with the pamphlet. Nor, it must be admitted, is Ibis a 
book for Ihe historian I lowever. what it does do is to 
establish the detailed chronology of the English coin- 
age from 1274 to 1,3.‘>I . and as such is a ruck on which 
further monetary contributions which are of interest to 
historians, can be buill. It is unquestionably a major 
contribution to English numismatics. 

N. .1. MAYIIEW 


Currency unci ihe Economy in liulor and early S/iiarl 
England. By C. E. CliALLlS. The Historical Asso- 
ciation. New Appreciations in History. 4 (London. 
I4S4). 32pp., illusl. 

In this short but wide-ranging essay. Christopher 
Challis brings to bear the wisdom distilled from his 
study of the Tudor and early Stuart currencies over the 
past quarter of a century: he has laboured long and 
hard in this specialised lieki and has advanceil subsian- 
lially our knowledge of this most baflling of subjects. 
But ibis is nol an inlroduclioii suitable lor the begin- 
ner. although the formal ol the booklet indicates 
otherwise. It is a dciailcd and sophisticated discussion 
ol changes in the currency and in Ihe economy in 
general, and suggests new and exciting ways of looking 
al ihe process of ecoiiomic development. 
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Al the heart of the analysis is a discussion of 
variations in the level of mint output, which w;is 
iitlributahle mostly to government actions, iind an 
attempt to estimate the levels of eurrency in cireu- 
lation at different points in time, lie estimates the 
eitculating medium at £l.()7 million in 1520 which, 
assuming that the stock of currency at any point in 
time was the product of the output of the previous 
thirty years, approximately doubled by the end of the 
century, and had risen again four-fold by IWy. This 
oecurretl at a time of substantial population grow ih 
and urbanisation, rising commodity prices and more 
moderately rising wage rates, and the spread of wage 
labour: hence, the eight-fold overall increase in the 
size of the circulating medium was ‘broadly in line w ith 
what one might have e.xpeetetl. if the early Stuarl 
economy was to have been as well stored with minted 
coin as had that of a century or so earlier'. 

But the increase in the money supply was not the 
only lubricant in this story of eeoiu>mie e.xpansion. 
There may have been a rise in the velocity of circu- 
lation. and the period was also marked by a signilieant 
increase in the production and use of tokens, More- 
over. while many transactions were underpinned by 
the widespread availability of petty credit, others 
came into the category of ‘offsetting, barter, and 
payment in kind". The existence of such |iiactices 
makes it impossible to determine the proportion of 
transactions in which cash changed hands, sooner or 
later, and renders increasingly difficult, discussion of 
the causes of the rather modest inflation of the period 
(dubbed ‘The Price Revolution' by historians in the 
late nineteenth century). Thus, the only disappoint- 
ment I felt on reading Christopher Challis's stimulat- 
ing essay was that he had insuflicient space to 
elaborate on this theme; it is to be hoped that he will 
produce the full-length study of the relationship 
between the economy of Tudor and early Stuarl 
England and the money supply for which he is so 
eininentiv qualified. 

DONALD WOODWARD 


Roytd Sovereign I4H9-1989. Edited by G. P. Dylk. 
The Royal Mint I9S9: Wpp + numerous illustrations 
in text, ISBN 1 S69917 03 0. 

Tilt five hundredth anniversary of the first English 
coinage of sovereigns of twenty shillings has been 
celebrated by the Royal Mint in two ways: by the 
coining of a set of four commemorative gold coins (five 
pounds to half sovereign); and by the publication of 
this book. Various aspects of the sovereign, historical, 
typological and technical, are discussed in live essays 
by different authors, and the work as a whole presents 
an authoritative and readable treatment of the 
subject. 

The first of these essays, entitled A fifteenth- 
century revival’ - surely it should have been called ‘A 
twentieth-century revival’ -is by John Porteous. here 


wearing the hat of a member of the Royal Mint 
Advisory Committee on . . . Design etc. For the most 
part it summarises what may be read in greatei detail 
later in the book, but it does include an interesting 
aecouni of the Advisory Committee at work, 
reminding us of the legal and constitutional pitfalls 
that lie in wail, let alone the technical problems. 
Interesting anecdotes illustrate the way in which 
Pistrucci's .St Cieoige and the Dragon almost achieved 
the status of a national emblem, and Porteous finally 
poses the problem as to whether in the age of 
one-ounce bullion ‘coins' the sovereign can survive as 
anything more than a pseudo-coin for .specialised, 
indeed blinkered collectors. 

‘ I'he early story', by the Society's President Christo- 
pher Challis. is a eharaeteristically deiailed and well 
documented account of the sovereign of Tudor anil 
early Stuart times. Quotation from contemporary 
sources, both literary and archival, shows a 
comprehensive grasp of the intricacies of economics 
and politics that prov ided a context for the new coin. 
The curious verbal habit of referring to the half- 
sovereign as a 'sovereign' seems to stem from the 
enthroned monarch type of the numerically dominant 
base half-sovereign of Henry Vlll, and is illustrated 
from a variety of later sixteenth century sources. 
Perhaps the most interesting is the memorandum 
attached to a will proved in Febriuiry IhOll. which lists 
ryals, ‘old’ and 'new', 'old' angels. English and French 
crowns; 'new' ryals were equated with sovereigns, and 
valued at ten shillings. Continental valuation books 
foi merchants adopt the same usage. 

The expression 'sovereign' died out during the first 
quarter ot the seventeenth century, and, as Graham 
Dyer points out in 'The modern sovereign' the name 
was revived for the new coinage of LSI? under 
antiquarian inlluence. Pure mediaevalisms unrelated 
to the reality of coinage, such as 'bezant' (=2s). 
'noble' (=()S 8d) and angel' ( = lOsl. were more or less 
extinct by 1 71)0. However, reckoning by pounds of 
twenty shillings remainetl customary, and this amply 
documented usage vvas ivllected in the denominations 
of eighteenth century bank-notes as well as contem- 
porary literature. Public opinion eventually compelled 
the replacement of the 2 I n guinea by the2()s sovereign, 
and although it took several years before the new 
coinage came into general circulation, the sovereign, 
once established, became deeply engrained on the 
popular mind. The innuciice of fashionable nco- 
elassicism kept Si George heroically naked, but no 
amount of subsequent artistic ridicule has been able to 
detract from the appeal of this noble anil vigorous 
image. Recoinages in the mid lS40s and early 18911s 
maintained the sovereign’s integrity. In vievv of the 
import of gold coin from Portugtil in the eighteenth 
century, it is interesting to observe that in the nine- 
teenth century, sovereigns w'cre widely current in 
Portugal and Brazil. Dyer makes the significant obser- 
vation that as early as 1884 the move to replace gold 
coin by notes or tokens was already under way. The 
effective abandonment of a gold currency is shown to 
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have been an outcome of the First World War and 
subsequent economic problems. 

After the Second World War. the sovereign experi- 
enced a revival as a trade currency, but has now been 
superseded by the various gold bullion 'coins’; it seems 
unlikely that Dyer's hope of a further revival outside 
the circle of collectors will be realised. 

John Sharpies discusses the production of sover- 
eigns overseas succinctly and clearly. Mints in Austra- 
lia. Canada tind South Africa opened in order to 
convert locally-mined gold into sovereigns. A short- 
lived Bombay mint existeil only to satisfy a brief 
localised demand. The Canadian minting of gold was 
small, but Australia in particular became an important 
supplier of coin, and supported three mints. A curious 
survival of earlier practices is noted for India - the 
existence of a small premium in favour of 'shield' 
sovereigns over those with St George, a predilection 
perhaps deriving from trade with China, where the 
concept of defeated dragons had unacceptable politi- 
cal overtones. 

Vincent Newman had many years of experience in 
the testing of coins, and no-one is better qualified than 
he to explain the development of theory and practice 
in the production of a standard gold coin. He discusses 
the problems created by the need to have an accurate 
trial-plate, and reveals that not until 1851/2 did sover- 
eigns actually achieve the standard laid down for 
them. Newman writes with a refreshing and justified 
enthusiasm for the process of on-going improvement 
in accuracy of weight and fineness that has continued 
down to the present day. 

This book is far more than a nostalgic souvenir. It 
will be read and re-read with interest and profit, 
particularly its later sections, as an authoritative 
account of the working of a great public service and of 
the practicalities hedging the coining of precious metal 
in all ages. It is written with affection, too. 

Truly our Royal Mint is something of which we may 
be proud. 

.1. P. C KENT 


A Dkiioiiiiry o] Mtikcn of Hriiish Mehillic Tickets, 
('hecks. Meelaleis. Tallies and Counters. l7SS-l'fJ(l. 
By R. N. P. H.-vw'KINS. Editeil by Edward Bakhvin. 
London. A. 11. Biildwin I't; Sons. 1989. |7|. xiii, 
KKDpp.. ,^2 pis. 

Tttr- author of this major contribution to the literature 
of numismatics is remembered with tiffeclion by many, 
as his obituary in B.\'J 57 testifies. They will appreciate 
the portrait frontispiece to his niai’iiiini opus', but here 
it must be assessed as a work of reference. 

The title and introduction indicate its contents 
precisely as makers identified from their signeil 
checks. Other medallists who could be found in 
directories, and makers of checks which presumably 
had not come to the author's notice (such as Kirkwood 
of Edinburgh), do not find a place m this volume. 
Many of those includeil. however, were proihicers ol 


coins, medals and tokens in general, so that the 
volume is an important complement to Forrer's eight- 
volume Biographical Dictionary of Medallists. Oddly, 
though, the title in one respect is wrong; it is the 
makers who arc British, and not their products neces- 
sarily. Indeed, it appears from SCMB (1966). p. 194. 
that the author did intend his title to be 'Dictionary of 
British makers. . . .’ 

The title is also imprecise in suggesting one dic- 
tionary. There arc actually five: Makers 1788-1820. 
Birmingham makers (four hundred pages!). Provincial 
makers. London makers, and what the author calls 
Fringe firms. This division does have some advantage 
over a single alphabetical sequence, including a help- 
ful introduction to each part, and for Part III an index 
which is the best means to find makers in any prov- 
incial tow'n; but it is highly regrettable that the 
individual part (and the individual appendix) is not 
identified in the running heads to the pages. Occa- 
sional users will constantly have to rediscover this. 
Their key to rapid consultation of the volume is pages 
969-76, 'Overall index of names ol makers &c.' (which 
is not an index to Part V only, as slated in the 
Contents). Even this omits some firms mentioned, 
among them BUl.LOCk. Part i. page 5; C'KOVVNE. Givi- 
BLEIT. and fiANCOCK. i.41; iiobson, i..58: imi*ekiai. 
METAL INDUSTRIE.S and KINGS NORTON METAL C'O.M- 
I’ANY, ii.369; PICKEN, ii.350; ISG. i. 104-5. Other firms 
not certainly rejevant are instead in the index of 
subject matter, which might well have been fuller, 
particularly for pieces transcribed from the records of 
companies which did not usually sign such w'ork (pp. 
278-84. 370-6). 

The authority behind this volume is the author's 
careful research into the post- 1 820 makers extending 
over more than a quarter-century, published in SCMB 
with supplements, and subsequently updated. Tlicre 
remains the occasional slip, but in general the accuracy 
is of a high order. It is sad that Roy Hawkins allowed 
his pursuit of this to result in a constipated mode of 
expression, with persistent interpolations and foot- 
notes. awkward adverbs, and w'ords slightly misused. 
This reviewer frequently fell that he needed a copy ol 
Gowers’s Plain Words - or an editor; and Edward 
Baldwin as editor has reduced the text to the stale of 
being at least comprehensible. What a relief to have 
foreign languages spelled correctly! 

It is extraordinary that such a stickler for accuracy as 
Roy Hawkins should have habitually converted into 
lower case all legends which occur in capitals (see p. 
iii). Not only is exact transcription needed to distin- 
guish certain dies, not only would it have saved the 
space taken up with comment on the readings, but the 
author's practice is actually wrong when capital V 
becomes lowcr-casc v. as in the ghastly 'Georgivs'. 
Also, there should have been a mention ol Mr 
Hawkins’s dubious practice of dating makers from 
directories by dechicimg one year from the titular 
dates of those directories, at least for Birmingham and 
London (provincial hrms published in SCMB belore 
he announced this in 1968 are. however, gi\en the 
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same dales in the volume). There is no explanation 
either ol his peculiar habit of putting in brackets dates 
Irietl in vain, e.g. ‘(ISOS- )1 1-44' to mean that while 
the maker is listed from ISII to 1844 he does not 
appear in the ISOS |i.o. /WW] directory. 

Part I. covering Birmingham and London makers 
from 17SS to 1S20. is new, and how welcome arc the 
documented accounts of such as James. Kempson. 
Kettle, Kirk. Lutwyche. Philip, Powell. Skidmore, 
and Thomas VV'yon. { l-'or Thomas Williams Mr I lawk- 
ins needed to make the acquaintance of J. R. Harris. 
The Copper Kinfi. I9(i4.) How interesting that T. I. 
Wells, //. ISII-21, may be identical with T W. 
Ingram,//. 1822-44. Many of the names in Parts II to 
IV are familiar, but so much more accessible than 
disperseil over seventeen years of SCMfi: and the 
extent of the revision may be judged from the 44 pages 
on Heaton and the Birmingham Mint, the 4(i pages on 
W. j. Taylor. Boulton and the Soho mint tire omitted 
on the grounds that they would fill a whole volume: 
hallorini is available as a separate monograph of |.‘i| 
plus xiv pages. Students of other fields should not 
overlook the accounts to be found here of Spink & 
Son. and in P;in V of J. Henry. Hyams. Maudslay. and 
of Henry and Matthew Young. 

In one of the fifteen appendices is at last published 
an abstract of Dr Kent’s 1957 paper on medley 
hallpence or evasions, in researching which Roy 
Hawkins assisted, and to w'hich he adds both an 
introduction and notes on the names appearing on the 
pieces. In other appendices is the account (elusive in 
SCMB) of the charlatan C. O. Groom Napier, ‘Prince 
of Mantua and Montferraf, and a police report on To 
Hanover ‘Sovereigns’. The bibliography is extensive 
but poorly arranged, and difficult to consult for works 
cited in the text by an abbreviation. In fact one looks in 
vain for ‘L&S’. which stands for 1 1. W. A. Linecar and 
A. G. Stone, English Proof and Patiern Crown-size 
Pieces (1968). 


The plates are sometimes rather dark, but welcome 
nonetheless. They are representiitive of the makers' 
work, except that pis 7-1.7. their key. and appendices 
.7-4 give detailed coverage of Oueen Victoria and 
other linked dies. These will merit dose study, and 
))oint up the tact that many of the investigations 
published here are based on readings, so that there is 
more die-study which could be undertaken. Whatever 
led the author to suggest (p. .716) that pi. 17. figs. 12 
and 1.7 are from the same portrait punch'.’ Enlar- 
gements intended for plate 16 have been omitted. On 
pi. .71). figs. 8 and 9 have been transpo.sed. and the 
caption to the last item has to be supplied from p. Sl).7. 
How pleastmt to find portraits of four makers on pis 
.71-2. 

In addition to the makers. m;my of the issuers and 
subjects of items mentioned have been researched, 
and the rtinge of precise information in this volunie is 
quite astonishing. Here are corrections to earlier 
accounts of the Heaton and W'ati mints, to Bell's 
unquestioning identification of Battlebridge. to 
Elvin's Handbook oj Mottoes (p. 242). Even where 
results are negative, as with Southee's practical system 
of book-keeping. Mr Haw kins's conclusions arc worth 
having. Now that his work can be seen as a whole, the 
trees coalesce into a vvood which is hardly less than the 
bu.siness biography of the brummagem industry, an 
industry which in the nineteenth century belied the 
enormous contlescension of posterity :ind became an 
exporter to the world. Here are contributions to the 
monetary and commercial operations of North. 
Central and South .America, Africa, Austrahisia. and 
the Far East. Egypt, Turkey, and the Balkans. Iltily, 
Portugal, and France, Mr Hawkins has posthumously 
provided the essential structure of this industry. 

R H. THOMPSON 
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HERBERT SCHNEIDER 

Herbert Schneider, who died in January 1989, was a universally acclaimed expert on the 
subject of English gold coins ranging from Henry III to date. He was born in Brunswick to 
parents of British nationality and moved to Zurich when he was sixteen where he completed 
his education. As a linguist he spoke fluent English, French and German to which he later 
added Flemish. He also had some knowledge of Spanish and Italian and maintained a 
remarkable knowledge of Latin. 

His career took him to Antwerp, where he joined the family firm which had trading and 
petrochemical interests in Belgium and elsewhere. He soon took charge of the financial 
affairs of the group where he remained for his working life. 

As a very young man he became interested in English gold coins and over the years he 
built up an extremely important collection, starting first with the hammered series and then 
extending to the milled gold coins. With his background he was always interested in Flemish 
gold coins which he also collected, although his main activity lay with the English series. 

During the war, Herbert was actively engaged in the British Army, in the Secret Service 
and operations of the S.O.E. It was not until 1947 that he was able once more to turn his 
attention to numismatics. At about this time the gradual dispersal of the old famous 
collections began, and he was fortunate to be able to add very considerably to his own from 
Raynes, Ryan, Lingford, Carter, Lockett and others. He also purchased many coins from 
the collections of Capt. Vivian Hewitt and Gordon le Mare.. The latter, in particular, gave 
him the opportunity to expand his milled coins to include all the coins with symbols such as 
Elephant and Castle, VIGO, LIMA, and EIC which he had not previously collected. His milled 
collection reached a point of total completion as far as all varieties of coins struck for 
circulation was concerned: he did not generally include patterns and proofs. 

In the hammered series Herbert Schneider extended his interest to include die varieties in 
certain areas, and in this respect he was particularly strong in the Restoration coinage of 
Henry VI, the Flemish imitation nobles of Edward IV, and the hammered coinage of 
Charles 11. He made a special study of the coins of Charles I and his best known numismatic 
paper was devoted to this reign. The scope of his collection of the coins of this reign is 
perhaps best illustrated by the presence of twenty examples of the Oxford triple unites, 
representing all varieties. 

It is not always the case, however, that major collectors arc also serious students of 
numismatics. Herbert Schneider was a strong exception, however, and he developed a 
knowledge of his subject second to none. Although he only collected gold coins he had a 
considerable knowledge also of the silver and copper coins of the period in which he was 
interested, as is evidenced by his review of the late C. Wilson Peck’s great work on copper, 
tin and bronze coins. He was a prolific correspondent, despite many other claims on his 
time, and he was never happier than when studying his coins and either writing articles or 
corresponding with other numismatists. There can be few, if any, students of this particular 
scries of coins who were not aware of Herbert Schneider and his formidable collection. 

Herbert was elected a member of the British Numismatic Society in 1944 and appointed a 
Vice President in 1968. He would surely have been President had he lived in England. He 
was awarded the Sandford Saltus medal from the BNS in 1965 for the numerous works and 
articles which he contributed to the British Numismatic Journal. In his own words he 
referred to this medal as the ‘Victoria Cross of Numismatics’. At the end of this obituary 
notice will be found a list of his numismatic publications, from which the extent of his 



246 


OBITUARIES 


interest in, and knowledge of English gold coins will readily be seen. The most important 
works are those on the Tower gold of Charles I, published in four parts, and the hammered 
coins of Charles II. These works are, and will remain, the standard work of reference for 
these coins. 

I came to know Herbert Schneider personally in 1946 and over the years we formed a 
strong association in numismatics and a very close friendship. He was a man of great 
modesty and charm who was unfailingly polite and helpful to everybody. He was possessed 
of a delightfully impish sense of humour which came out strongly in the voluminous 
correspondence we conducted over the years: the files relating to his instructions for the 
Lockett sales alone would fill a useful sized volume. 

A sylloge of the Schneider collection of gold coins is under preparation and it is hoped 
that this will prove a fitting memorial to a ^reat numismatist and a much loved friend. 

D. G. LIDDELL 


PUBLICATIONS OF HERBERT SCHNEIDER 


1950 

‘Modern Sovereign Forgeries’, NCirc 58 no. 12 
(MSC), 732. 

1953 

‘A note on Mr Whitton's paper ‘The Coinage of Henry 
VIII and Edward VI in Henry’s name’, to which are 
added certain Addenda and Corrigenda’, BNJ 27, pt. 
2 (1953^), 195-203. 

1956 

‘An angel of Edward V in the Herentals (Belgium) 
Treasure Trove’, BNJ 28, pt. 2, (1955-7), 312-6 and 
pi. 25, 19. 

‘The Tower gold of Charles I. (Part I)’, BNJ 28, pt. 2, 
(1955-7), 330-85 and pis. 16-17. 

1957 

‘The five guinea and two guinea pieces of George II, 
listed by dies’, NCirc 65, no. 1, 8-12 and no. 2, 43-55. 
‘A new half-sovereign mule of Henry VlII/Edward 
Vr, BNJ 28, pt. 3, (1955-7), 658-9 and pi. 37, 10. 

1958 

‘The Tower gold of Charles I, Part IF, BNJ 29, pt. 1, 
(1958-9), 101-27 and pis. 7-8. 

1959 

‘The Tower gold of Charles I. Part III', BNJ 29, pt. 2, 
(1958-9), 382-403 and pis. 15-16. 

1961 

‘The Tower gold of Charles 1, Part IV’, BNJ 30, pt. 2, 
(1960-1), .302-30 and pis. 1.5-17. 

‘The ‘Regina’ coins of James I and Charles 1’, SCMB 
(December, 1961), 469. 

Review of C. W. Peck. English Copper. Tin and 
Bronze Coins in the British Museum, 1558-1958. RBN 
(1961). 258-61. 


1962 

‘Mr Schneider’s Review of Mr Peck’s Catalogue’. (A 
translation over the initials M.M.O’D of Mr Sch- 
neider’s review published in RBN. 1961.) N.Circ 70, 
no. 9, (1962), 187-88. 

Review of Sir Geoffrey Duveen and H. G. Stride, The 
History of the Gold Sovereign, RBN (1962), 312-8. 

1964 

Review of H. G. Stride, Nickel for the Coinage, RBN, 
1964, 168-72. 

1965 

‘Chronological problems of the Pinecone-Mascle coin- 
age of Henry VI’, BNJ .34, (1965), 118-20. 

1967 

‘The hammered gold coins of Charles IF, BNJ 36, 
(1967), 122-68 and pis. 10-13. 

1968 

‘The significance of the archaeological evidence in a 
review of a French hoard of English gold coins’, BNJ 
.37, (1968), 7.3-84 and pis. 1-4. 

‘Six reines dans la numismatique Anglais’, CENB Vol. 
5, no. 2, (1968), 22-.30 and ills. 

1974 

‘A note on “The Rose Group” angels of Henry VI F, 
NC 14, (1974), 193-7 and pi. 16E, 

1979 

‘The Tower gold of Charles I: problems of survival 
ratios; three new angel dies’, BNJ 49. (1979), 74-81. 

1983 

Lot 216. NCirc 91, no. 7, (1983), 221-2. 
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A TRIBUTE TO HELEN FRIZZELL 

(Here follows the text of an address delivered at the Memorial Service for Helen Frizzell, 
held at St Michael’s Church, Chester Square, London, on 21 June 1990.) 


Helen, she never used her other names Diana Isabella, was born on New Year’s Day 1940, 
the only child of Nora and George Frizzell of 7 Hexham Road, Heddon-on-the-Wall, a few 
miles west of Newcastle - an address which was to be her home all her life. She attended the 
local school in Heddon, and later, a private school in Newcastle. When she was fifteen years 
old, her father, George, who had seen service in the Royal Marines, died at the age of 53 
years. She was christened and later confirmed at St Andrew’s Church, Heddon, where her 
funeral service was held, just around the corner from her lifelong home. 

On leaving school she worked at the Ministry of Pensions, big in Newcastle. It was there 
that she got to know a paraplegic who was confined to a wheel chair - it was not until Helen 
arrived that she found anyone to push her up to the canteen for lunch. Typical of the Helen 
we all got to know. 

After some years, Helen went to work for a coin dealer in Newcastle, and in 1968 came to 
London to run their newly opened London office. 

1 first met Helen early in July 1969 when, after work one afternoon, she came to see me 
about a job, prompted by a coin dealer here to-day who used to call on her, and who had 
gleaned that she would like a change. I well remember the interview, for money, usually the 
vital ingredient, was not mentioned. She was committed to one month’s notice to her 
employer, would then take two weeks’ holiday, and start on 11 August. Little did 1 know 
what the future was to hold. 

Baldwin’s is a small firm and has only ever employed one person in a secretarial capacity; 
so, when the need arose, Helen was also emergency tea lady, post clerk, book-keeper or 
what have you, as, indeed, we all were in a firm at most ten strong. From the beginning she 
impressed me very quickly how reliable she was when attending London coin auction sales, 
where she became a familiar face, be it at Glendining’s, Sotheby’s or Christie’s. 

Soon after Helen’s arrival, we moved office into 11 Adelphi Terrace, a rather more 
pleasant building with plenty of natural daylight, and where Helen found it easier to meet 
clients. As time went by she got to know more and more of them, sometimes visiting them, 
sometimes being wined and dined by them. And very soon, Helen was running her own 
numismatic parties, playing the role of cheerful hostess to a complete cross-section of coin 
buffs, national museum curators, government ministers. Uncle Tom Cobley and all. There 
was always one such gathering in October for Coinex, the London Coin Fair, and another 
before Christmas - and very lively affairs they would turn out to be. 

1 know there were similar gatherings for other circles of friends, carefully chosen, 
matched if you like. 1 well remember being invited to lunch one Sunday. Did I really want to 
come into town on a summer Sunday to meet an unknown client, a colonel and his lady? 
Well, it was late enough for me to have my Sunday morning outing on the river in the VllI 
beforehand. And it would be Greek, so the boss had better turn up clutching bottles of 
retsina and sweet wine from Samos. Lunch finished at around 7 o’clock, and Bill and Angela 
were to be our guests at Henley. Many of you, I know, can tell a similar tale. 

How she managed to do all her entertaining on her own, latterly from the cubby-hole of a 
kitchen at St George’s Square was little short of amazing, though a furniture mover or wine 
waiter was often pressed into service! Although she was getting weaker by the day, and had 
only just returned from what must have been an exhausting trip to New York, she still threw 
her usual party last Christmas. 

And yet Helen was a very private person, and her activities and friends were 
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compartmentalised which is why this tribute might be considered rather one-sided. Others 
would view Helen from another angle, a different compartment. One very soon realised 
that what most, and certainly 1, would consider of general interest and knowledge, Helen, 
with regard to herself, would consider absolutely confidential. One hardly dare ring her 
door bell without prior arrangement, so much so that my co-executor did not dare do so 
when her car broke down outside Helen’s door! 

In early days, I remember, she seemed to manage to get to many London shows, concerts 
and the like, but one never knew, until one might overhear her recommending a particular 
show to an American customer. One February, returning from holiday as brown as a nut, it 
was evident we were not going to be told where she had been. Perhaps two years’ later, in 
conversation with an American collector, he let slip that Helen had been to Cuba. And 
some while later, in a relaxed moment, 1 was shown a snap of Helen wrapped in the arm of a 
large athletic Cuban. It was Juantarena, no less, the Olympic gold medallist, a greater hero 
than Castro. 

Helen came further into her own when the firm’s telephone system was re-organised, and 
all incoming calls were routed through her. Hitherto, she had chatted to people when she 
saw them, but now everyone was greeted before they were put through: softened up, some 
might say. The friendliness was not always limited to greetings - our accountant, with a 
self-admitted terrible sense of honour, always had diet of black bullets, local Newcastle 
mints, after a visit. And outside the office, the company car was soon put to constant use, 
often to the benefit of clients, as Helen played the willing chauffeuse. 

Helen loved travel, used, one might think, as a medium for meeting people. Not that I 
was always party to where she might have been. On several occasions she attended the 
annual congress of the international dealers’ association - held at Whitsun at some pleasant 
or exotic spot - where she could not have been more popular. But then I always said that she 
knew far more people in the coin business than I did. For three years she worked the tannoy 
at the International Coin Fair in New York in December, and I often wondered whether any 
American realised that he was being addressed in a Geordie accent. 1 have heard of 
travellers’ tales too numerous to mention, of meeting Daniel Fearon’s former neighbours on 
the Great Barrier Reef, and in America asking someone for the local drugstore and going 
back on holiday the next year to stay with the same someone. Her address book was always 
handy. 

Only last September, accompanied by Lynne Abbess, she stayed as a guest at a Greek 
customer’s holiday home on Santorini, virtually gatecrashed an academic conference, which 
she knew was being held on the island, introduced herself, and in turn was introduced to 
many more academics. And at all times, especially when travelling, she enjoyed using her 
camera. No one need ever lack for a group photograph when Helen was around to operate a 
camera. And in spite of all these activities, Helen would be the first to say that she was shy. 

The move to St George’s Square gave her a small terrace with space for flowers, from 
which she got much enjoyment. Since surgery she often stayed in Sussex with friends with a 
large garden, and got much pleasure from visiting places such as Sissinghurst. 

For many years she attended meetings of the British and Royal Numismatic Societies and 
recently became very involved with the newly formed British Art Medal Society, being 
made responsible for fund-raising and sponsorship of their excellent, and thus expensive, 
biannual journal. All three societies are remembered generously in her will. 

Summer 1988 Helen told me she had problems with cancer and underwent major surgery 
in the September. On hearing the news, one Californian client had Berry Bros and Rudd 
deliver a case of champagne to St George’s Square. Helen didn’t drink champagne - 
doubtless some of you benefited. Another, from the West Indies, effectively paid her clinic 
bills for her. And it was typical of Helen, the straight-talking Geordie, that she wanted no 
visitors in hospital, which some found hard to understand; 1 do believe, some were turned 
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away at the ward. It was on the ward that I first met Helen’s mother -after twenty years! A 
grand old lady I only wish I had been given the opportunity to meet before. The subsequent 
prognosis was not encouraging. Helen adopted a very aggressive attitude to her problems 
and one did one’s best to support and encourage her. She certainly did not let on; many, 
even at a late stage, had no idea that she was terminally ill. As late as February she took 
encouragement from a nasty attack of shingles, in that shingles became the problem, not 
cancer. 

On 4 March, Helen entered a clinic in Kidderminster, whence, on the 10th, I received a 
note giving details of a rather bleak future, but that ‘the little devil inside me doesn’t realise 
he’s dealing with a Geordie’. Ten days later, she passed away in Westminster Hospital. 

When one looks back on Helen’s life, one sees a forthright, friendly Geordie who led an 
extraordinarily full life, full of action and full of people. And yet she maintained a very close 
relationship with her widowed mother, and close contact with her home and friends in 
Heddon. Although she constantly underplayed her role in the firm, latterly introducing 
herself as ‘dogsbody’, I would like to think in large part she enjoyed her work as well. 
Certainly the people in the coin world enjoyed her. Of some three hundred letters received 
by her mother one, perhaps, speaks for us all, and I quote ‘Of all the many women it has 
been my pleasure to have contact with in my professional and numismatic life, none has 
been more outgoing, more genuine or positive than she. Being a northerner myself means 
perhaps that I was well placed to appreciate her cheerful, forthright manner, but her wide 
circle of friends can leave one in no doubt of how generally popular and appreciated she 
was. We shall miss her very much.’ 


PETER MITCHELL 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
BRITISH NUMISMATIC SOCIETY, 1989 


The President, Dr Challis, was in the chair at all 
meetings, these being held at the Warburg Institute. 

On 24 January the President announced the death of 
our Vice-President, Mr I lerbert Schneider, and of our 
Honorary Member, Mr Philip Whitting. Mr Adam 
Croton and Mr Christopher Webb were elected to 
Ordinary Membership. Five short papers were read 
regarding Williamson and seventeenth century 
tokens. 

1. ‘Williamson, the man and his books', by Mr Robert 
Thompson. 

2. ‘Williamson and Guildford', by Mr Anthony 
Merson. 

3. ‘Dividing seventeenth century tokens between 
London and Middlesex; adjusting Williamson's 
boundaries', by Mr Philip Greenall. 

4. ‘Williamson's contributors’, by Mr Peter Preston- 
Morley. 

5. ‘Replacing Williamson', by Mr David Griffiths. 

On 28 February, the President congratulated the 

Director, Mr Robert Thompson on the twenty-fifth 
anniversary of his election to the Society. Mr Jonathan 
Kilgore-Knight and Mr Stephen Lear were elected to 
Ordinary Membership. Mr J. Booth read a paper 
entitled ‘The coinage of Berhtwulf of Mercia, 
840-852'. 

On 4 April, Mr Jens Christian Moesgaard and the 
Sussex Archaeological Society, Lewes, Sussex were 
elected to Ordinary Membership. Dr A. M. Burnett 
read a paper entitled ‘Ancient British coins in the light 
of some new hoards’. 

On 25 April, Mr R. J. Strange was elected to 
Ordinary Membership. Mr C. P. Barclay read a paper 
entitled ‘The origins of the ‘Godless' florin’. 

On 23 May, the President announced the death of 
Mr Christopher Brunei, a member for nearly twenty 
years. Mr Ian T. Roper and Mr Christopher Russell 
Wren were elected to Ordinary Membership. Mr 
Roper was admitted to Ordinary Membership. Dr 
John Kent read a paper entitled ‘Coinage and currency 
in London under the later Tudors and Stuarts’. 

On 27 June, Mr B. G. Hamilton was elected to 
Ordinary Membership. Dr R. J. Eaglen read a paper 
on the Long Cross coinage of Bury St Edmunds. 


On 26 September, Mr J. Scott Rottinghaus was 
elected to Junior Membership. Dr R. G. Doty read a 
paper entitled ‘In the footsteps of the Founders: 
Boulton Watt and Company, 1809-1850’. 

On 24 October, Mr Michael John Cuddeford and 
Mr Nick Wetton were elected to Ordinary Member- 
ship. Three short papers on medals were read, having 
particular reference to campaign medals. 

1. Mr G. P. Dyer read a paper on the General Service 
Medal, 1918-1962. 

2. Mr C. Eimer read a paper entitled ‘Sir John Craig 
and medal making at the Royal Mint, 1938-1949'. 

3. Mr Joe Cusson read a paper on the Medal Depart- 
ment at the Royal Mint, with special reference to the 
South Atlantic Medal. 

At the Anniversary Meeting held on 28 November, 
Mr Philip Hunt, Mr Kenneth R. Murray, and Mr A. 
M. Newing were elected to Ordinary Membership. 
The following Officers and Council were elected for 
1990. 

President: C. E. Challis, BA. PhD. FSA, FR HistS. 
Vice Presidents: G. V. Doubleday; C. S. S. Lyon. M A, 
FSA, FIA; The Right Hon. B. H. I. H. Stewart, 
RD, MA, DLH, PhD. FRS Ed. FBA, FSA. FSA 
Scot, MP; P. Woodhead. FSA 
Director: R. H. Thompson. ALA 
Treasurer: T. G. Webb-Ware, MA, ACA 
Secretary: W. Slayter 
Librarian: R. Bland. BA 

Editors: B. J. Cook, BA, PhD: G. P. Dyer, BSc. 
Council: C. P. Barclay, MA, M Litt, FSA Scot; D. 
Bateson, BA, PhD, FSA Scot; M. J. Bonser; R. J. 
Eaglen, MA, LLM, PhD; C. Eimer; D. Fearon; P. 
D. Mitchell; H. E. Pagan. MA, FSA; D. Sellwood, 
MSc, CE, Ml Mech Eng; G. C. Sommerville, CE, 
MI Mech Eng; P. E. F. Stott, MA, FSA Scot 

Council's proposals that the subscriptions for 1990 
should remain unchanged at £18 for Ordinary Mem- 
bers. and £7.50 for Junior Members were adopted. 
The Sanford Saltus Medal was awarded to Mr H. E. 
Pagan. The President, Dr C. E. Challis delivered his 
Presidential Address. 



AUDITOR’S REPORT 

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE BRITISH NUMISMATIC 

SOCIETY 


1 have audited the Balance Sheet and Income and Expenditure Account by reference to the books and reeords of 
the Society and supporting information and explanations. 

In my opinion these financial statements are in accordance with those records and correctly show the state of 
the Society’s Fund as at 31 October 1988 and of the Surplus of Income over Expenditure for the year ended on 
that date. 

R. A. MERSON, FCA 
Honorary Auditor 


1987 


Balance Sheet as at 31 October 1988 


1988 


£ £ £ £ 

GENERAL PURPOSES FUND 

15,663 Balance at 1 November 1987 1 7,607 

1,944 Add: Excess of Income over Expenditure for the year 1,690 


17,607 


Surplus carried forward 


19,297 


160 

81 

444 


6,000 

37,051 

347 


Represented by: 

ASSETS 

Library and Furniture at cost less amounts written off 
Stock of Books 
Sundry Debtors 
Investments at cost 


38,080 

1,108 


Chartered Trust Pic deposit 
Cash at Bankers and in Hand 
Bank - Deposit Accounts 
Current Account 


160 

63 

744 

6,000 


39,188 


44,083 


46,155 


186 

Less: LIABILITIES 

J. Sanford Saltus Medal Fund 

336 

167 

Schneider Research Fund 

167 

5,474 

Linecar Fund' 

5,725 

161 

Subscriptions received in advance 

73 

538 

Sundry Creditors and Outstanding Charges 

1,027 

19,950 

Creditors and provisions for Journals 

19,530 


26,476 26,858 


£17,607 


£19,297 
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1 '.Linecar Fund £ 

Balance at 1 November 1987 5,474 
Deposit Account Interest 501 


5,975 

1988 Linecar Lecture Fee 250 


Balance at 31 October 1988 £5,725 


Income and Expenditure Account 
for the year ended 31 October 1988 


1987 


1988 


£ £ £ £ 


INCOME 

Subscriptions and Entrance 
Fees received for 1988 


8,492 


and earlier years 



8,452 

3,514 


Interest received 



3,489 

110 


Donations 

Sale of Publications: 



386 

694 


Backnumbers 


120 


42 


Photographs 


- 


268 


Carausius & Allectus 


70 

190 

13,120 

150 

Less: EXPENDITURE 

Sanford Saltus Medal 


150 

12,417 


296 

Printing, Postage and Stationery 


388 



300 

Library - Purchases 

300 




200 

Binding 

200 




154 

Other Expenses 

474 

974 



156 

Storage of Publications 


90 



31 

Photographs 


- 



92 

Carausius & Allectus 


17 



297 

Sundries 


250 



1,676 

British Numismatic Journal 58 


1,869 



9,500 

Provision towards cost 

10.800 




- 

Less: City of Aberdeen grant 

2,000 




- 

Add: Underprovision for prior Journals 

58 







8,858 


11,176 





10,727 

£1,944 


EXCESS OF INCOME OVER 
EXPENDITURE 



£1,690 



PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS 1989 

C. E. CHALLIS 

A'l this ;innivcrsary meeiing. the eigluy-fifili of ihc Society and the first of my Presidency, our memhership is 
much as it was this time hist year, the reduction attributable to the six members just amoved, four resignations 
and three deaths being compensated by sixteen new elections. Of our 51,’ members. 388 are ordinary, four arc 
junior, and 121 are institiitional. 

Of the three members who died. two. Christopher Brunei and Philip Whitting did not serve on our Council but 
the third, our Vice-President and Santord Saltus medallist. Herbert Schneider, most certainly diil. Cliristopher 
Brunei, who died on 27 April after a short illness at the age of sixty-eight, was elected to our Society in 1970 and 
in the following year made a lasting mark in the numismatic world by founding, with Jean While, the Token 
Corresponding Society. Subsec|uently. he became the first editor of th;it Society's Biillciiit. .Although he was 
never a contributor to out own Journal he did publish on a number of token themes, especially in Coins anil 
Malats. Philip Daviit Whitting, who dietl tiged eighty-live on 14 December IMSS. had been a member of our 
Society since 19.34 and In later years was made an honorary member. For me. as also I suspect for many other 
members of our Society, my acquaintance w'lth Dr Whitting came partly through the pages of the pamphlet 
which he wrote for the Historical Association. Coins in the Classroom (1960). and partly through the conferences 
of the British Association of Numismatic Societies at which he was a regular tittender and of which he served a 
term ;is president. Despite some publication in our own held of British numismatics, notably his Coins. Tokciis 
and Medals of the East Riding of Yorkshire ( 1969). it is through his contribution to Byzantine numismatics that 
he will he best remembered. His papers in learned |ournals are too niinierous lo mcnlioii here, hut we m;iy note 
his book Byzantine Coins published in 1973 and the gift three years earlier of his superb collection of Byzantine 
coins to the Barbour Institute of Fine Arts at the University of Birmingham. 

Herbert Schneider, who died on 6 January at the age of seventy-four. I only came to know in the later years of 
his highly successful life. 1 needed a linn and scholarly numismatic eye lobe cast over the manuseripi of mv book 
which, though dealing with Tudor coins and their production, had been written largely from contemportiry 
adminisiraiive records. W'iih characteristic generosity he acceded to my request and in the ensuing months 
portions of my text, neatly marked in crayons of iliffereiit colours, were relumed in sei|uential order together 
with detailed lists of queries, helpful suggestions, and corrections. Mr Schneider's interest in numismatics, 
stretching back to his schooldays when he first began to collect, was the preoccupation of a lifetime during which 
he assembled a collection of English gold coins, from I lenry III to the present day. which was unrivalled outside 
our national collection. Since it was in the mill series that his collection was entirely complete, it is not surprising 
ihat Ml Schneider ventured to list b\ ilies in the Ntonisnunie Cireidar for 19.37. the live-and iwii-giiinea pieces of 
George II but it was in his lirst love, the hammered series, tluit he made his mam contribution to numismatic 
scholarship. In our own Journal he published in 19.37 'The Tower Gold of Charles 1' and a decade later 'The 
I lammcred Cu'ld Coins of Chtirles IF. Todtiy. both articles are still required retiding. Though a frequeni visitor 
to this country, his domicile in Antwerp and his heavy commitment to the family business always meant that he 
attended our meetings less frequently than he would have wished and in later years there can have been few 
members who saw him at all. Be tins as it may. I lerhert Schneider had a long :md abiding interest in our Society, 
it is lilting that his name is perpetuated in our proceedings by the fund he established to further numismatic 
research, and unquestionably he will be missed In a wide tind apprecialive iiumismiilic ac|ii<ilntance- 

Consequent upon your electing me as Presiilent. there have been iwo further changes among our oflicers and 
editors: Graham Dyer has become an eililor and Roberi Thompson has replaceil .Mr Dyer as Etirector It was in 
198(1 that Mr Dyer took over the responsibility of arranging our lecture programme and the follow ing decade of 
service was marketl by Iwo outstanding features. I'he first was an assiduous allenlion to the planning ol a 
balanced programme - balanced, that is. in terms of chronological spread, of competing fields ol numismatic 
interest, anil of speakers, draw n not simply Irom London and the .South-East but Irom the rest ol the British Isles 
and abroad. Personally. I have enjoyed ami benefited fiom our annual bill of fare anti I feel sure dial this is a 
view which will be widely shared. The second feature lo which I would draw attention is the implementation o| a 
policy designeil lo streilgllieii the notion that we aie tiuK a British Socielv bv holding meetings oulside I .ontlon. 
Twice we have ventured forth lo Birmingham, once iii York <inii once lo Wales anil on each occasion our 
audience was notable not simply for its size and eiilhusiasm but also, and most imporianiK . lor its containing 
members who woiikl not otherwise have atleiuled one of oiii meetings. It is appropriate indeed tlial we mark Mr 
Dyer's stepping dow-n on a sincere note of apprecialion. 

Ill saying these wortls. I do not foi one iiiomciit suppose, and I know that (iraham Dyer wnuld be at one wiih 
me on this point, tilth achievements are made in isohiiion W liai we do, we do logciher ;is ;i Socielv. uiidei the 
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leadership of our Prcsidcirt. and hetween 1983 and 19S8we were particularly fortunate in having Hugh Pagan to 
serve us in this capacity. In one important dimension - the (inaneial - his was a most foriimate time, for the 
Society enjoyed a favourable balance at the bank while at the same time publishing a substantial Journal for 
which subscribers paid at an unchanged rate. This achievement - assuredly the envy of his immediate 
predecessors and possibh also of his successor! - was. of course, directly connected w’ith the costs of printing 
which in the l9<S()s shifted relatively speaking m favour of the consumer, But good housekeeping also played its 
part and that is something which we nnist try to emulate in the future. Mr Pagan's gentle, yet lirm touch, his 
fastidious courtesy, and his attention to detail, ensured that throughout his term of ofliee our affairs, whether in 
Council or in our general meetings, were handled effectively and w'ilh good will. Wherever he has represented us 
- whether it be at a small funeral gathering or at the great International Congress in 1980 - he has done so with 
dignity and pre.sence. Above all. in his presivlential tiddresses he has made a distinct and important contribution 
to knovviedge. .As the editor of four of these addresses 1 speak with some certainly of the care ttiken in drafting, 
the precision of relerencing. and the clarity of expression. All in all. his will be a diflicult act to follow . 

While it is right to have spent time rehearsing our debt to two retiring officers, this is by no means to forget the 
valued services, first, of our Secretary. Wilfrid Slay ter. who continues as indefat igtible as ever, of our 'I'reasurer. 
Mr Webb-Ware, w ho maintains our finances in immaculate order, and our Editor. Dr Cook, who shouldered the 
burden not only of seeing our Journal through the press w ith a belter set of illustrations than we have had for 
many a year, but of assembling and editing our successful new departure, the Coin Register'. Our Libr;iri;m. Mr 
Bland, who also doubles as the librarian of the Royal, deserves particular mention foi organizing, essentially 
through Messrs Spink, the sale of duplicate copies of books from our joint library. It is hoped that the proceeds. 
£6.499. will be used to enter the library catalogue on a computer which will be especially purchased for the 
purpose, to carry out much overdue binding or re-bindmg of volumes, and to plug gaps in our existing holdings 
through the purchase of books. 

In our programme this year we were ptiriicularly pleased to have Dr Kent. Keeper of Coins and Medals at the 
British Museum, as our speaker on the evening of the Council sherry party. Earlier and later in the year we had 
speakers widely separated in subject matter and chronology, ranging Irom Dr Burnett on Ancient British 
Coinage to .Mr Joe Ctissen on the South Atlantic Medal, struck following the Falklands War, Mr Cussen was one 
of three speakers at our October meeting- the two others being Mr Dyer aiul Mr Eimei - vv ho stepped mat short 
notice to lill the vacancy left when Mrs Smurthwaite unexpectedly withdrew I record here our gratitude to them 
and express the view, which 1 know was widely shared at the time, that, scratch programme or not, it was a most 
entertaining anil informative occasion. 

Mention of Mr Cussen. who is Press Oflicer at the Royal Mint, reinforces the fact that 1989 was a year in which 
we had particular cause to thank the Mint for its friendly and helpful gestures towards us. I'u begin with 1 was 
invited lo represent our Society at receptions planned to launch three new coins: on 31 January 1 went to the 
Tower of London, where 5i)(l years ago the very first sovereigns were struck, to celebrate the latest sovereign 
issue; on 14 February I was at the Speaker's House at Westminster for the unveiling of a new £2 coin, 
commemorating the tercentenary of the Bill of Rights: and on 1 1 April I went to Edinburgh Castle for the launch 
of the Scottish version of the £2 coin, commemorating the tercentenary of the Claim of Right. VVhile each 
oeciision was memorable for its own sake, one feature which was common to all three and upon which it is 
appropriate to comment this evening was the care that had been taken to ensure that there was a strong 
numismatic presence. Seldom indeed do museum curators, academics, prominent collectors, dealers, and 
members both of the Roviil and of our own Society have such opportuniliesof meeting together in such numbers 
and of discussing numismatics with ministers and other distinguished guests. It vvas both llattenng and 
imaginative of Mr Gtirrelt. Deputy Master of the Royal Mint, to afford our subject such a high prolile at these 
events and it is my pleasant duty to show recognition of this now. 

On 21 April the Society visited the Royal Mint at Llaittrisant. Professional commitments prevented the 
Deputy Master from welconiing us I'n that occiision hut Mr Williams. I lead of Marketing, stood in for him and 
inaugurated a day in whieh the high point vvas a tour ol the factory . While the success ot the visit hinged on 
careful preptirations made by the Curator of the Mint mu.seum and his staff there can be no doubt that this was in 
every sense a team effort, from senior management to staff on the factory lloor. all of whom made us at home and 
answered our questions with patience anil care, l ittle more than twenty yetirs ago. as government and senior 
Mint officials struggled to establish the new factory in Wales. Llantrisant was derided in the press as 'the Hole 
with a .Mint'. Today it is what its planners intended it to be. a highly respected liist-division mint, successfully 
competing in the market places of the world. The measure of its achievement is that in the past live vears it has 
engrossed into its hands roughly half of the coinage tiade iivailable in the Free World. On 2 1 .April, theieforc. we 
did not see just another mint, we s;ivv something which was exceptional; something that will long endure m the 
minds of its grateful visitors. 

1 began this report on the past year by alluding to the size ol the Society and it is with a I urthei comment on the 
same issue that I w ish to conclude. Cliven the existing number of subscribers, a substantial subscription rate, and 
a decent income from interest arising on our monies at the bank, vve are still able to produce a substantial 
lournal. well illustrateil. printed, and bound, and yet at the same lime break even It is clear, however, that 



inllalion is eroding this position ever more quickly, and. if we wish to maintain the quality and size of our 
Journal, we must look for ways of increasing our income. The most obvious, and one to which we may have to 
resort in the not too distant future, is to incretise the subscription rate. Another is to attract new members. Given 
that the Society belongs to each and every one of us it is the case, in the last analysis, that it is incumbent upon us 
all to hiing in new members w'henever we can, and I urge you all to be diligent in this regard. 1 should also like to 
point out that in recent months Council has given careful consideration to the matter and has agreed a package of 
measures which it hopes will be tangible and attractive incentives to join the Society. To begin with, we propose 
that a new member shall be eligible to purchase the live immediately preceding volumes of the Journal at the 
reduced rate of £11) per volume and be entitled to receive free of charge a consolidated list of the contents of all 
our previous Vounm/.v. Since the cost price of a single volume is at present £25 this offer represents a significant 
saving. Second. W'e propose that the Society should commission a medal to be .sold to each new member, each 
being personalized by the year of admission and the name of the new member being inscribed on the edge. The 
medal would be available to existing members on the same terms and a striking in silver, at an enhanced charge, 
would be available to members wishing to celebrate their silver-jubilees. Additionally, it is proposed that in 
future such substantial benefactor of the Society shall be entitled to receive one of the Society’s medals free of 
charge, as a token of our appreciation. A consequence of this new departure, one of which I hope you will 
approve, is that we shall be able in some small way to foster medallic art and to encourage young artists; a 
competition to produce appropriate designs will be organised as soon as possible. I should emphasize that it was 
Ccnincil's intention, i I at all possible, for this competition, lor making the dies, anil for a stuck of boxed, linished 
pieces to be met through benefactions rather than from our reserves, and I am delighted to say that already we 
have made good progress in this direction, How splendid it would be if I could say this lime next year that, no 
sooner had this initial announcement been made, than the remaining portion came just as quickly anil as easily to 
hand! 

Finally. 1 turn to list the coin hoards of the past year. Mr Besly informs me that there arc no hoards from 
Wales. On the other h;md. Dr Bateson has furnished me with the following list for Scotland: 

Dull. Perthshire. l9Sy. Pile of. perhaps, nine Anglo-Saxon pennies, apparently /Tthelred IPs Long Cross type, 
found fused together. 

Wellington Park School, near Leadburn. Midlothian. 1989. A find of seventeen pennies, sixteen of Edward Ml 
anil one of Alexander 111. 

Inchaffrcy Abbey. Perthshire, 1989. Three Edw'ardian pennies found corroded together with traces of cloth 
wrapping. 

Olenochar. Lanarkshire. 1988,''9. Five Elizabeth I sixpences ( l56b-93) found during excavation of bastle house - 
examination of area of find incomplete. 

Whitburn. West Lothian. 1988. One French gros and 242 pennies ol which 2(18 are Edward l/II. twenty-one 
Scottish, mainly of Alexander 111. iw'clve Irish and one continental imitation. 

Broad Bay, Isle of Lewis. 1989. Excai aiion of a burial yielded a hoard of seventeen coins consisting of thii leen 
bawbees ( 1 677-9) anti one Irish halfpenny of Cliai les 1 1 , as well as I wo Dutch double-stuivers and one Austrian 
thaler. 

Spynie Palace. Morayshire. 1986. One Anglo-Gallic and thirty-two French ( 1385/1422-1497/1521 ) jettons, along 
with a fragment of a European coin, were found together liuiing excavations. 

Foi England Miss Aichibald has made the tally as follows; 


Cchic 

Whitchurch. I hints., (additional). January 1989. Se\en AU Gallo-Bclgic and British class B staters. <'.5(l BC. 
Cherilon, I hints., (additional). September 1989. Fifteen AU British class D staters, and quarter-staters, <'.5() 
BC. 

Snettisham. Norfolk, (additional). .May 1989. Six ALi Iceman staters, early 1st century AD. 

Winterbourne Monkton, Dorset, (additional). December 1988. Forty-two Al< Durolrigian staters and 
quarter-staters. 1st century BC. 

Ingoldisthoijrc. Norfolk. March 1989. Two AU Gallo-Bcigic staters. <-.61) BC. 

Cobham. Surrey. January 1989. 1 wo AU and three .AR. staters of Cunobelin and Roman denarii. f'.4ll .AD. 


Roman 

Membury. Wilts. May-Nov. 1988. 236 .AR denarii. < .43 AD. 

Sutton. Suffolk, (additional). Nov. -Dec. 1988. Fen AR denarii. <'.43 AD. 

Norton Subcourse, Norfolk, (additional). July 1989. Twebe .AR ilenarii. ( .43 .AD. 

Hastings. .Sussex. May 1989. F‘ifty-nine AR denarii and ninety-two Al- >eslertii and ilu[)ondii. 138 .AD. 
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l oiheringay. NorthaiUs October J‘>S8. Forty-five AR denarii. IbO AD. 

Great Melton. Norfolk, (additional). October 1988. Twenly-lliice AR denarii. IS.'i .AD, 
Postwick. Norfolk, (additional), October l%8, Forty-three AR denarii. I8.‘i AD. 
Barway, Cainbs. (additional). March 198^. Seven AR denarii. 191) AD. 

Rockbourne. I hints., (additional). December 1988 l•ollr AL) solirli, .^94 AD. 
Otterbourne. Flants.. (additional). October 1989. Five ARsilii|uae. 41(1 AD. 
Kenilworth. Warwicks, .laniniiy 1989 Six AR denarii. 1.^0 Al.^, 

Wishaw. Warwicks. July 1988. 15(i billon antoninitini, 290 AD. 

Chtilfont St Peter, Bucks, Sept. -Oct. 1989. About 9000 billon antoniniani. 274 AD. 
Chalgrove. O.xon. .August 1989. 382.i billon antoniniani, 282 AD. 

Ytitc. Avon. February 1989. 7.31 billon antoninitini. 290 .AD. 

Downside. Somerset. 1987. 5.38 billon folles. ,317 AD, 

Milton Keynes. Bucks. May 1988. Filty-three billon folles, .317 .AD. 

I■ishb(nlrne. Isle ot Wight (additional). Winter 1987-8. Seventy-one AE. .388 AD. 
Whitchurch, Hants. February 1989. Forty-eight .AR siliquiie, 410 ,AD. 


Medieval and Modern 

Plumpton. Sussex. February 1989. Four AR, Anglo-Saxon pennies and silver inounts, (.950. 

Whitchurch. I hints. January 1989. .Seventy-seven AR Long Cross pennies. (•.1270. 

Wicklewood. Norfolk. Mav-June 1989. 442 .AR pennies, cut-halfpence and -farthings of Stephen and I Icnrv II. 
(•.1170. 

Norton Subeourse. Norfolk. Autumn 1988-Spring 1989. Thirty-live ,AR pennies, cut-halfpence and -farthings of 
Henry II, c. 1175. 

Revesby, Lines. February 1989. 109 AR. Elizabeth-Charles 1. l(•.4.3/4. 

Sandhills. Dorset. January 1989. Eighty-two .AR, c. 1980. 

Teynham, Kent August 1989. Tweiiiy-three AU guineas and half-guinetis. and six btinknoles. 1800, 

Street. Sussex. September 1989. Nine .AU continental coins. 1550s. 

In the second part of my address 1 wish to turn my attention to the introduction of coinage 
machinery into the Royal Mint in the reign of Elizabeth I by the Frenchman. Eloy Mcstrell. 
This is a subject I have touched on in the past and 1 now do so again in direct response to two 
articles which have recently appeared in the Numismatic Circular, one by Professor Caspar 
and the other by Mr Cooper, in which it is suggested that we must call in question the 
established view that Mestrcll produced his coins in a screw press. ' Let me say at once that 1 
am all in favour of the re-examination of views if there appear to be good grounds for doing 
so but in this instance, it seems to me. the case has not been properly made yet. at the same 
time, a number of numismatic hares have been released which, if not quickly recalled and 
declared permanent non-runners, may with the coming of Spring career ever more 
capriciously about and leave Mestrell and his coinage nothing but a muddle. 

Let us remind ourselves briefly of what the issues are by looking, first, at Professor 
Caspar’s argument. I lis starting point is the re.search he did with Mr Dyer on the coins of the 
eighteenth century which led to the conclusion that the use of the screw press witliout a 
restraining collar resulted in the metal in the blank being pushed outwards at the point of 
impact of the dies, leaving the coin with an impaired design in the form of fugitive beading 
and letters with fish-tails.- This characteristic is not normally associated w'ith Mestrell's coins 
which display elegant lettering with neat, straight bottom edges. Possibly this lettering ow'ed 
nothing to Mcstrell. for we know that he purchased a dozen puncheons in December 156t) 
and a further three dozen and eight in the following month. Equally, the lettering could be 


NOTES As given, this wiis ;iii illusir;iiC(J Icciurc for Ihe mosi 
pan ilopcndcnl upon slides obtained ihiougli the good oMices 
of Dr B J. Cook ol the Deparlnienl ol Coins and Medals al 
Ihc British Museum and MrG. F. Dyeroflhe Royal .Mini In 
this primed version all reference to the slides has been 
removed and ihe lexi marginally adjusted to give a eonli- 
mious prose style. 


' I’. [’. Ciaspar. Meslrelle's iiiiiilmg melhods - a ipieiy'. 
and D R Cooper. Meslrelle's miming melhods - a 
eomniem'. NCire (1484). 1S7-K and 257-9. 

• G. I’. Dyer and B. I’. Caspar. The striking of proof and 
pattern coins in ihe eighlecnih centurv', UNJ 50 ( IWSII). 
117-27, 
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entirely liis, leaving the other puncheons to relate to another part of the design. At all 
events, we can be sure that the overall design of MestrelTs dies was his own and that he 
engraved the dies himself. Two contemporary references leave no room for doubt on this 
score: the first refers to ‘colours bought for Eloy at his sending for to Richmond to have 
drawn the queen's picture', and the second to the expense of his having to 'grave and work 
nigh the Court'.’’ 

Now. given the elegant, undeformed lettering on Mestrell's coins, had he used a collar 
nothing further would need to be said but visual examination, especially that by Hocking 
which revealed burrs on the edges of some coins which arc not compatible with the use of a 
collar, has long meant that the conventional wisdom is that Meslrell did not use a collar.’' 

Professor Caspar’s problem, then, is this; if coins with fish-tails result from the absence of 
a collar when a screw-press is used, is it sensible to suppose that coins without fish-tails, also 
struck without a collar, can have been struck by the screw-press? If the answer is 'no', what 
other method could have been used? Briefly. Professor Caspar considers the roller-press 
and the rocker-press but finds their use hard to reconcile with what we know, first, about the 
small number of die links amongst MeslreH's coins, and second, about the burrs on the 
edges of his coins. In the end he leaves us with a mystery which can only be solved, he says, 
by further resettreh of both a documentary and a technictil kind. 

These elements of mystery and a suggested way forward are also to be found in Mr 
Cooper’s contribution but our second tiuthor differs from the first in making a number of 
further suggestions, the principal of which is that Meslrell used the traditional hammering 
technique. For Mr Cooper the shadow marks around the letters on some of the sixpences he 
examined at the Royal Mint result from more than one blow being delivered to the dies. 
Meslrell may, he says, have favoured 'a lilting technique using four blows', i.e. the upper die 
was tilted outwards away from the vertical and struck to bring up one segment of the coin, 
before being tilled sequentially and struck three times more until the whole design had been 
made. One coin which he examined lacks a small, apparently, curved piece at its edge and 
this deficiency suggested to him that it had been cut from strip. This strip, he surmised, may 
have been ■hammered to near final gauge and then finished-rolled', in a horse-drawn mill, 
though he found it hard to say with certainty ‘due to the confusion between bhmk cutting 
and rolling' in a contemporary document describing the process. If Mr Cooper is correct, 
not only has Professor Caspar been right to call the use of the screw-press in question but, 
additionally, we must suppose that Mestrell's innovative machinery consisted of nothing 
more than, first, a rolling mill which could only lake strip which had received preliminary 
treatment under the hammer and. second, a cutter for punching out blanks. On this view, 
Mestrell had done precious little to destroy the age-old dominance of the hammer both in 
the preparation of blanks and in coining. 

This is one story and against it I should now like to set another, based on a contemporary 
manuscript written in 1.561, estimating the cost of a full complement of machinery for 
Mestrell's operations.’' 

t s. d. 

Item, for one press furnished v^ith all things belonging unto the same |lhal is| to sa\. 
for a press I III 

for a worm and a vice to the press l.s S 

for ,s(l lb of copper for the worm and casting ot the same I HI 

for a bar ol iron to the press HI 

for a bo.x of steel lor the vice (i X 


'■ IIMC Siilishiirx .\tSS. I. no. .SZt. p t.ss |on Microlilin In VlnsLiiin. with \oiin.- notes on the cailv Inslorv ol eoinagt In 
»L. M4S.V4(I, Ids riir-t|. madnneiA . Vf 4lh ser <) | I'lnoi. 72 .s2_ 

' VV J I locking, Sinion's dies in the Koval Mint HI M4S.s'4il. |o ht 
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Ihe sum of one press as appeareth 
so that icn presses will amount to 

Item, for one pair of rollers furnisheLl with all things belonging |lo| them 
for one ptiir of rollers 
for one pair of checks 
for one vice ;ind a wedge 
for one pair of cogs 
for one axle-tree of iron 

the sum of one pair of rollers, as appeareth 
so that four pairs will cost 

Item, a crane wheel to drive the four rollers, as we think 
Item, for four cutters, two great and two smtill 
Item, for ten pairs of tongs with stamps unto them 
Item, for casting moulds for the ingots, as we think will cost 


5 .1 4 " 

1.1 4 


4 

\5 

II) 

(1 S 
.5 

.s 10 S 
23 6 S 

4 

It) 

HI 

4 


.Sum total 


H13 


Here we have four quite distinct pieces of apparatus mentioned; presses, rollers, cutters and 
moulds. That hammers and the stocks in which hammermen traditionally set their dies arc 
not also mentioned is hardly surprising because, although the mtmuscript does not actually 
say that the press, of which there were to be ten. is a coining press this is the only reasonable 
interpretation to be put on the word. Certainly, it is true that contemporaries could and did 
use the w'ord ‘press' to mean rolling press but in this manuscript this w as not the case for the 
simple reason that its author listed the pair of rollers, of w'hich there were to he four, quite 
separately from the press. Moreover, it would be perverse in the extreme to interpret the 
penultimate entry - 'ten pairs of tongs with stamps unto them' - as anything other than the 
dies and the die holders which were to be fitted to the ten presses referred to at the stjirt of 
the list.^ 

Now', as I said a moment ago. the list I have just been considering is an estimate of what it 
would cost to set up Mestrell with a full range of equipment and critics could rightly argue 
that it is not evidence of what tictually happened. Fortunately, how'cver, there is clear 
supporting proof that prototypes of each of the pieces of apparatus listed in the estimates 
had already been built. The estimate itself is only the last part of a larger document entitled 
‘Money paid and disbursed by me William Blunt, by the commandment of my master Sir 
Thomas Parry, late treasurer to the queen's majesty, for the chtirges of Floy, the 
Frenchman'. In the pages which precede the estimate we lind a variety of payments relating 
both to Mestrell's clothes, his costs of travel, and most significantly for our present purpose, 
the setting up of his new machinery. ‘Patterns made of wood for the casting of his ingots' 
must refer to the implements used to shape the sand bed in which Mestrell would cast his 
silver ingots, just as ‘6 lbs of tin to try his moulds' must refer to a trial casting to see if the 
sand bed actually worked. A shilling paid to a carpenter ‘for setting up of the cutting engine 
in timber' must mean that Mestrell did produce equipment for cutting his ingots into blanks. 


“ The cost 1)1 Ihe eoniponents li.sletl here i.sonly r4 12), 4</, 
which niiiy meiin ciiher ihai sdidc eoniponeiit.s have inailver- 
Icnlly heel) left oul . or that the costs of those which arc given 
are iiiis-siateil The total siim given for the press, r.s .3). 4J, 
ntusl lie correct heeause at this price ten would indeed 
anioiinl. as the document stales, to £.S| I3.s. Atl. 


’ to deny Mr Cooper s suggestion that Mestrell struck Ills 
coins hy htiniiner does not. of eiuiise. invalidate his ohsei va- 
turn that, if they so wished, hainniernien could use a tilling 
lechnii|uo in siiikinp. Students ol niiiil output in ilie reign ol 
Charles I are well aeiiuainted with Ihe laceted appearance ol 
many of the silver coins. 



F’RESIDIZNTIAI, ADDRESS 


259 


‘A small wheel’ lo polish ihe rollers, "plating of a cross of wood to turn the rollers withalT, 
‘for a double wheel to drive the roller that is ready made', and "a round cxiltre [i.e. an 
axle-tree] made for the rolling engine' must refer to the mill used for flattening Mestrell's 
silver. And, finally, references to ‘a pair of tongs to set his stamps in' and to "a vice, a worm, 
and a box of steel for the press' must clearly, in the light of what is said of a coining press in 
the estimate, refer to the equipment used for striking. 

The.sc conclusions are supported by references in other documents. In the account of 
Thomas Fletewood, under-treasurer at the second mint in the Tower. Tower 11. we lind a 
payment of £397 in respect of Mestrell’s machinery and maintenance:"’* 


•Also allowed to the said accountant lor money by him paid to the parties heretiller mimed for ceilain pres.ses. 
rollers and cutters of iron and steel and divers other engines, as well for the same iron, brass, steel, lead and such 
other stuff tis for the workmanship and making thereof into the instruments ;ind engines idoresiiid. iind for divers 
and sundry kinds of necessaries occupied and employed about the new manner of work of coinage of motleys 
devised by Eloy, the Frenchman, vi/. 


K April Lsbl 


to William Hodc. blacksmith, for a press and all engines 
concerning the same 


02 


II December l.vfil to William Blunt, having charge of the said work, in part of 00(1 

payment of a more sum, 

2(i January |1562| to the same Willitim Blunt to be ptiid over to the said Eloy £2."^ 

Mestrell. the Frenchmati. towards the charges in finding himself iluring 
the time of his service then past. 


Total , £397 

Note, incidentally, the clear distinction made here between presses and rollers. In the 
account of John Bull, comptroller of the Tower, there is a reference to £14 16.s. bcl. paid in 
respect of a rolling mill with steel rollers. .Although the account actually describes this mill as 
a "press’ we can be sure that it was a rolling mill, for two reasons. First, the quantity of steel 
used in the two rollers, 227 lb. is far in excess of anything which would have been required 
for a coining press had that press employed rollers, and second, the final item in the 
payment . of 13.y. 4c/. to two labourers "for turning the wheel that the rollers are justified wilhall'. 
makes sen.se if we are contemplating a rolling mill which needs adjusting to accommodate 
material which is of different thickness due to defective casting, but docs not make sense if 
we are thinking of a coining press which is set at a certain tolerance and stamps the blanks 
without the need for continual adjustment.’' Finally, there is the evidence of the report made 
of a trial held in 1572 of the speed at which Mestrell made his blanks compared with the 
traditional method employed by the shearmen and hammermen. .Since there has been some 
recent confusion about what went on in 1572'" let me repeat that the competition was about 


“FRO F.iSI.JIS.^ Ill .s 

"FRO £ Idl .t(0'24. Ihc dclails of ihis .icaiuiil werv 
liwunilch giwn In Henry SymoiuR In HR nrticic. ' 1 liv nniil 
of Oucen L:ll/,ilvili .iikI ihovc w|n> uoiKliI llicrc". .V( -lili 
wr l('■l ( FfU'l. 71). 

Rmtini;. in his Amuth d ihr ( ,i|il viln I IS4II), I , 

.i-IS. iiKiawilcniU misItJ his iviukis h\ ivtoiUing umlvi lliv 
YCiir I.S72 lhal on 25 .•\iigiisl ihv warjon ol ihc Mini hail 
rcpork'il lhal ihv niavhinv (oi coinini;. nncnkil by l lovc 
.VIcsirvlI. had, upon ivpv.ikO Inals, hovn louiul ilvlctlni.'. 
Ruiling's view was ro ikTalcil hy Hocking in his Simons 
dies", p, 74. and more ivccnily still, in his himk I In- An oml 
( lull III C om MiikmiiJ .1 UiMors of Miniini; In liiiolii\;\- 
( l')N,S). p. 4f). Mr Cooper has given inriher currency lo such 


an inicrprclaiion In stiying ihai in 1572 ihc warden ol die 
Mini eondeinned Mestrell's screw presses heeaiise ol iheir 
slow (ipetalion. and opining lhal ihis slowness in.iy have 
been allrilnilahle lo .Meslrell's striking some coins with 
patterned edges this misunderstanding ol vvli.il die )572 
trial eiil.iiled is not re-iierared hy Mr ('oo(vi in ihe ariicle 
already leleiieil lo hiil he does coiilimie Ii i cloud the issue hv 
snggesling that "the aecounl ol ihe lii.iK carried out on the 
IVih May are virin.illy iinpossihle to interpret due lo rile 
eouliisioM helvveeii blank ciiltiiie and tollnie In icalilv. die 
doeuineni is very nilotmalivi and useliil HI Eiiisdovvne 
MX 4S no I', p.ii'li.illy priiileil hy Syinonds m | he niini ol 
(Jiieeii I liralielh pp 75-)! 
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blank making, not about striking coin, and that this is precisely what one might have 
expected." From the Mint’s point of view the manufacture of coin had to satisfy two. and 
only two. criteria; coin must be of proper fineness and of accurate weight. This is not to say 
that no-one cared what a coin looked like or that positive attempts were not made to ensure 
the manufacture of coins of reasonable appearance; rather, it is to emphasise that, although 
aesthetics in coin production was a desirable end - handsome coin was to be produced if at 
all possible -it was not a legal requirement in the early modern period, any more than it is 
today; whereas correct metal composition and weight were mandatory and enforced under 
penalties. 

What this meant in practice was not that the Mint would automatictilly set its lace against 
innovation, rather that it would not w'illingly embrace innovation if by so doing time- 
honoured practices which produced acceptable coin from a legal point of view, at an 
acceptable cost, w'cre to be replaced by processes which were less reliable, far more time 
consuming, and therefore more costly. The manufacturing skills against which Mcstrell had 
to compete were essentially four: first, casting ingots of uniform dimensions; secondly, 
slicing identical pieces from these ingots; thirdly, flattening and shaping these pieces to the 
correct diameter of the coin; and. fourthly, annealing sufficiently often and well to ensure 
ingots which would slice, flans which would spread, and finished blanks which would bear 
the coining dies without splitting. It w'as to establish whether Mestrell's machinery could 
indeed match these skills that the 1572 trial was held. 

The apparatus which Mestrell employed under the scrutiny of William Williams, the 
assay-master, and other Mint officials accords very well with that listed in the 1561 estimate. 
Ingots were cast in Mestrell’s own moulds and then reduced to blanks by being put through 
his first cutter. The.se were then passed through the justifying rollers between three and five 
times and then cut to finished coin size by being put through his second cutter. 1 lerc we have 
clear evidence that Mestrell did not punch his blanks out of continuous rolled strip but out of 
an existing blank which had been flattened in the rolling mill. To my mind the first cutter was 
of the smaller variety mentioned in the 1561 estimate. This punched out of the ingot a blank 
which W'as smaller in diameter and heavier in weight than the final coin was intended to be. 
In being reduced to the correct thickness by the justifying rollers this blank then became 
wider than the finished coin size, thus enabling the second cutter to punch out a good clean 
blank of the correct size. In Mestrell’s process, then, there were two kinds of scissci; the 
remnants of the ingots from which the (irst blanks w'erc cut, and the remnants of the first 
blanks from which the finished ones were cut. 

So far our documentary evidence has shown us that Mestrell cast his own ingots, in his 
own moulds; he neither hand hammered the.se, as has recently been suggested, nor passed 
them through his rollers to produce strip, rather he used two cutters of different sizes to 
produce blanks, which were rolled in a rolling mill, lie then struck these blanks not by 
hammer but in a press. The question remains, what kind of press? As silver sixpences in the 
Royal Mint Collection show', it was certainly one in which the dies could occasionally clash, 
and one in w'hich the dies could certainly crack.'- And. as three gold half-pounds in the 
British Museum show, it was one which could also be allied with different edge linishing 
techniques; one w'hich is typical of coins struck without a collar, one which is very smooth 
and flat, and one which is knurled.'^ Finally, it was a press which was capable of striking 
coins which had the same characteristic as many hammered coins in that a turned up lip 
could be left on the edge of the coin, beyond the final part of the design. 


" t he resi ()| Mils piinigritph iinil Ihe next .iic l.iken liom L L. C'hiillis (in ihc prcssl 

C L. ClKillis. l.orJ ILislinys to the grciil silver recoiniijre. Roy;il Mim Museum 

in .1 .'Vcu- IliMiii v (if ihr litiyiil Mini, eaneil In '' UriMsh Museum. IX-parimenl ol Conn ;uul Mevluls 
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Theoretically. Mesirell may have used one of three types of press - lirst, a cylinder- or 
roller-press in which metal strip is passed between two cylindrical rollers one of which 
carries several obverse designs of the coin to be made and the other an equal number of 
reverse designs; second, a rocker-press in which dies mounted in two curved surfaces arc 
rolled together imparting their impressions on the blank as it passes from one side of the 
press to the other; and, third, a screw-press in which the dies are held vertically as in the 
traditional hammer process and hit from above, as in the hammer process, the difference 
between the two processes being that the blow in the screw'-press is imparted by a threaded 
ram w'hich is made to descend rapidly dowm by being turned w'ith a bar attached to its top. 

The first of these possibilities we can dismiss simply because a cylinder-press which stamps 
continuously as it is rotated must be fed with strip metal and this, as we have seen, Mestrell 
did not produce. This leaves the rocker- and the screw-press and in deciding between these 
two we should return to the estimate of I, '>61 and remind ourselves of the description of the 
press it contained: 

a press, i.e. the frame holding the moving parts 
a worm, cast from oO lb of copper 
a bar of iron to the press 
a box of steel for the vice 
[a pair of tongs with stamps fitted to them] 

Now we must readily concede that 'a press', i.e. the frame holding the moving parts, could 
apply equally well to both a rocker-press and a screw'-press; and much the same can be said 
of the tongs fitted with the dies. It could also be argued that the bar of iron was the lever by 
which the mechanism of the rocker-press was moved from side to side. At this point, 
however, tlie possibility that the press of the 1561 estimate was a rocker-press ceases. 
Although we do not know precisely what the vice and the box of steel to the vice w'cre. w'c 
can feel fairly confident that there was no place for them on the rocker-press and we can be 
absolutely certain that the large worm, or threaded screw, can have had nothing to do with a 
rocker-press. A rocker-press did have threaded screws but there were two of them and. 
because they were used only to adjust the tolerance between the dies, they were relatively 
small. The .screw of the 1561 estimate is in the singular and is very heavy; it would answer 
precisely as the ram of a screw-press and this being so we may imagine the bar of iron being 
threaded through its end for use in activating the screw. A 50 lb screw' driven by a bar of 
almost equal w'cight could deliver a powerful blow.''^ This identification of Mestrell's pre.ss 
as a screw-press is clinched by the fact that there is in the 1561 description of a press’s 
components no mention of the cogs w Inch are on the ends of the axles bearing the dies in a 
rocker-press, and which lock together to give synchronised movement. 

This story I have told from contemporary manuscripts is. to my mind, conclusive: 
Mestrell did use a screw-press. Such a conclusion does not. of etturse. resolve the problem 
raised by Professor Gaspar's initial logic: namely, why did not the use of a screw-press, 
without a collar, produce lish-tails in the lettering on Mestrell’s coins just as a similar 
combination of coining techniques did in the letters on eighteenth-century coins? But why 
should we even accept this logic? I’o begin with, we know that hammered coins were made 
without coihirs. from dies which were struck from above just :is tlies were in a screw-press 
yet fish-tailing of the eighteenth-century kind is not ;i distinctive feature of htunmered ci)ins. 
Secondly, while it is perfectly true to say that fish-tailing is not a normtil feature of Mestrell’s 

" Actorilin,!! ID .1 r r Ri>;^L'rx. \ Uisum n! |ii.i htimJicilv'tiLihl nl I D lb .Al lliis jiiU' 

initl /V/< t'.N lu 7 ^dIs (()\(duI. lSb(>-|Dil(l(. I\ , 4(I.S. (ho DsEitUtilL'd msi dI iD>. lor thi’ iriMi h.ir in ilic isiil 

lliL- n)o;iii price of wroui’hi iron in l.'ifiO. I.'dl .iiul uns iiiiicliiiici) c'liiiiiiic woiiM h.icc rcprc'ciiicii 4“ II) 
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coins it is not true to suy that it never occurred, as may be seen from a shilling from the 
national collection in Wales, to which Mr Besly very kindly drew mv attention. 

The residual question which emerges at the end of the discussion is not, therefore, what 
kind of press did Mestrell use or. yet again, why did his coins not display fish-tails. Rather it 
is why did his screw press produce fish-tails on some occasions hut not on others? Since the 
solution must be related to the type of blank with which the press was fed. as well as to the 
relief of the die and the speed and force with w'hich the press was operated 1 intend over the 
coming period to consider two kinds of experiments. The first, which is already w-ell begun 
by my colleagues in the department of metallurgy in the University of Leeds, is a 
comparison by electron microscopv of Mestrell’s coins w'ith those struck both by the 
hammer and by the presses of Blondcau. Here the coins will be sawn up and polished so that 
we can look at the inclusions in the silver both in plan and in section to determine how the 
blanks were llattencd and how their edges were made. I'hc second, which I hope to organise 
through the good offices of the Royiil Mint, w'ill seek to strike blanks of the same size and 
alloy as Mestreirs coins, without the use of a collar, at different pressures and/or speeds to 
determine if we can say precisely at what point distortion of the lettering or other parts of the 
design, such as the beading, will take place. I shall look forward to presenting my findings to 
you in the not too distant future. 

In the meantime 1 leave you with Mestrell still in possessiern of his screw-press, still the 
true father of mechanised coining in this country. 
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J.J. North Collection. Etliviirilitin Eiif’lish Silver Coins 
1 279-1. IS! rcvicweit. 24(»-l 

Odo. king of ihe Franks, coin of, 22. .'h 
Ofla, king of Mercia, coin of. 229 
Olaf Kyrre. king of Norway, coin of. 2.'1 

Paoan. H E-, review of C.E. Blum. B H.I.H. Slcwarl and 
C.S.S. Lvon'.s Coiint^e in Teinh-Cenitirv E/ig/um/. 
2.47-4(1 

Pecking, in Ihe Ashdon hoard. 2.’— I 
Philip IV. king ol France, ecu of, 2.'.' 

Pun l>ori . R.. conirihulion lo ihe Coin Register, 229 
Proceedings ol ihe Sociely. 2.s0 

Raniage. David, inoneyer. IS7. 199. 2(11. 207 
RamI’I i\(i. D..1 and .1 E.F. Miikkav. The coinage of Ihc 
.Marians in Edinhurgh Casile in I.s72 - an addendum. 
21.4 

Rikidi s. Mic iiai I . .A hoard of defaced forged halfpence of 
Ihc reign ol George 111. 214-lh 

Sceaiiiis, 227-9 


Schneider, Hcrherl. ohiuiarv. 24.S-f>. 2.4.4 

— pul'lications of. 240 
Short Cross coinage. 49-70 

Sr.Ain . P J.. conirihulion lo the Coin Regisicr. 2.4.4 
SlAli^. W'.A., comrihulions lo the Coin Reuisler. 22.4-7. 
141-2 

SiiAKi'. Mil llAl I., Furlher miles on Ihe 'Power shillings of 
Charles 1.214 

Sigismund. Holy Roman emperor, gulden ol. 2,4.4 
Sillier, .lohn, issuer of couiiiermarked dollar. 2K>-11' 

Smiiii. P.G.. eonliihiilion to ihe Coin Register. 22S 
Stephen, coin ol. 2.42 

STliVliNSON. RomiKl B.K.. Pile bawbee issues of James V 
and Mary. I2(>-I.40 

Si I w .Md . 1 AN. King John's recoinage and Ihe eonicrence of 
nioneyci’s in 12(IS, .49— fs 

— .Scollish slerlings Iroin Ihe Middridge hoaid. 84-9(1 

— C.E. Blum, .ind C.S-.A Pyon. (heir Co/nnge in Tenth- 

Ceniiirv Entthinit re'icwcd, 147-4(1 
Siuarl mini oflicials and moneyers. 147-97 
Simons. D.J,. eoniribuiions lo the Coin Register. 224. 227. 
2.42 

■Pasciovamis. coins r'l. 14.4—1 

Tiiomi'non. R.H.. Cenlral or local production of 
scvemeenih-ceniuiA lokeiis. |9,S-2II 

— A Hole on Ihe medailisi D.G. Beni, 219-2(1 

— review o| Hawkins's .4 IJieiioniiry of .Xhikers of Hrirish 

Meiiillic Tickets. Checks. Meihileis. Tnllies nnti 
Counters. I7SS-I9II). 24.4-4 
Pokeiis. sevemeenih-cenliiiy. I9S-2II 
Tower mini, oflicials and moneyers ol. 147-97 

Vikings, coinage ol in England. 17-21. 28- .42 

Whining. P.D., death ol. 242 

William 1. coins of. 2.4(1 

William II. coins ol. 2.41 

William III. forgeiies of halfpence 'd. 2I.4-I(' 

William I. king of Scots, com ol. 2.42 
WooiriiUAl). Pirri K. Publicalions of Heiberl Schneider. 24f> 
Woodward. Donai d. review of Challis's Cttrrencv and the 
Econoinv in Ttntot and Eiirlv Sniiiri Eni’lnnd. 241-2 



A.H. Baldwin & Sons Ltd 


Numismalisli 
Eslablished 1872 


Specialists in COINS - TOKENS - 
C O M M E i\ I O R A r 1 V E M E D A L S 
WAR MEDALS - DECORA LIONS 
NUMISMATIC BOOKS 


I)> are able lo advise trn 
all matters numismatic, under-take valuations 
and catalogue owners' property for sale by auction. 


II Al)i:i.l’lll I I.KKACI.. I.OVDOV WUJN l.H.I 
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THE COIN AND MEDAL AUCTIONEERS 



Miin/ Queen o) Scots, Poiirait Teshoii, 1553. 
Sold 20lh ]iiue 1990 for £8.550. 


EXPERT ADVICE 
FREE VERBAL VALUATIONS 

For further information contact: 

Daniel Fearon 

GLENDINING'S, 101 NEW BOND STREET, LONDON WlY 9LG. 
Tel: (071) 493 2445. Telex: 298855-Blen G. Fax: (071) 491 9181. 

1900-1990: 90 YEARS OF NUMISMATIC SALES 


Glendining's - affiliated to Phillips, the International Fine Art Auctioneers 


LONDON- PARIS • NEW YORK • GENEVA - BRUSSELS -ZURICH -THE HAGUE 

DUSSELDORF 




315 REGENT STREET 
LONDON W1R 7YB 
071-580 9922 071-637 7922 

Fax: 071-637 7602 



Specialising in: 


Gold Coins 



By appointment only 





PoiiUjraLl besieged (J iiiif 1648 - March 164 9), 

Wullred Arclihishop oj Caiitcrhur)' (805-832) Penny, emergency coinage struck in the name oj Charles 11, 
Group 1, cross crossfel type, extremely jine, extremely rare extremely Jinefor issue and believed to he nnicjue 
Sold on 28 February 1989 at Christie's London for/)?, 150 Sold on 25 April at Christie’s London Jor/29,150 


Coins, Medals and Banknotes 

We hold regular auctions of Coins, Medals and Banknotes and 
our expert stail are always pleased to offer advice on numismatic 
items, whether you arc buying, selling or simply require a valuation. 

Enquiries: London, Richard Bishop or 

Laurence Brown on (01) 839 9060 


8 King Street, St James’s London SWIY 6QT 
Tel: (01) 839 9060 



CHRISTIE’S 




msotoiLms, 


NUMISMATISl 


Membtri of the Briiiih Numismatir 
Trade Aiiodation 


52 St. Helens Road 
Holton BI.3 3NH 
Telephone'. Holton ^27 


Greek, Roman, English Hammered and Milled Coins, Tokens 
and Banknotes bought and sold. Quarterly illustrated 
price list sent on request. 


Valuations for insurance and probate 



J.P. Linzalone C^’Son 






Specialists in 

Anglo-Saxon sceattas & pennies, 
Viking coins, 

Archaic Greek Electrum coins. 


lu’''*- . 



We also deal in 

coins & artifacts of Ancient Greece, 
Rome; and the British Isles. 


Issuing lists, and available by appointment, 
in New York City and vicinity'. 


P.O. Box 1941, South Hackensack, New Jersey 07606 USA 

Tel: 201 288 3910 







We buy and sell 

Ancient Coins 
European Coins and Medals 

Auction Sales' Xlofitiily illustrated Price Lists 

★ 

MUENZEN UND 
MEDAILLEN AG 
BASEL 

MALZGASSE25 CH-4002 BASEL 
P.O. BOX 3647 TEL. 061 23 75 44 


WHEN BUYING OR SELLING 
LOOK FOR THESE INITIALS 


B.N.TA. 

C The British Numismatic Trade Association ) 


DEALERS WHO ARE MEMBERS OF 
THE B.N.TA. HAVE TO ADHERE TO 
A STRICT CODE OF ETHICS 


For further information, and a copy of our 
membership list, please contact: 



The General Secretary, 
B.N.T.A. Ltd., 

P.O. Box 82 
Coventry CV5 6RS 




■ ■ ■ 



Knightsbridge Coins 

. . . are always interested in purchasing top-quality numismatic 
material, whether single items or entire collections. So, if you want to j 

sell ... 


English coins 


United States coins 


South African coins . . . 

i 


. . . we shall be pleased to see you at our premises in St. James's, 
any lime Monday-Friday, 10 00 a.m.-6.00 p.m. 

Knightsbridge Coins 

(Stephen C. Fenton) 

43 Duke Street, St. James's, 

London SW1Y6DD 

01-930 7597 01-930 8215 




The oldest established 
coin i and 

medal - b 
in the.Ji^^^^ world 




VVc lia\'C more in-liouse expertise than any oilier llrni in London 
backed up by a supei b reference library. 

Specialists in Ancient, Medieval, Modern and Islamic coinages; 
Bullion; Orders; Decorations; Medals; Books and Banknotes. 

Regular auctions held. 

Publishers and stockists of numismatic books. 
Publishers ofTlie Numismatic Circulai' since 1892. 

Advice and purchase at auction sales on collectoiV belialf. 
Written valuations prepared for insurance and probate purposes. 

Numismatic Circular. Our Jixed price list available by 
subscription (£10) from the Book Department. 


Spink & Son l.ltl. !), G & 7 Kin^ SIreel. St )iimes's. London SVVlY GQS 
Tel: 071-930 7«fiH. Fax: 071-H3!I 4853. Telex; !)1G71 1. 
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